DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATE OF GEORGIA

INTERDEPARTMENT CORRESPONDENCE

June 8, 20186
RFQ #: 484-031616
RFQ Title: Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7, P.l. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828
FROM: Curtis Scott, Transportation Services Procurement Manager
TO: Treasury Young, Procurement Administrator

SUBJECT: Ranking Approval

The Office of Procurement’s Transportation Services Procurement Section has reviewed and evaluated Statements of
Qualifications, Technical Approach, and Past Performance for the above referenced project.

Attached for your review is one (1) set of the following:

Advertisement and all Addendums

Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase |

GDOT Guide for Selection Committee Members (Phase [ and II)
Preliminary Ratings and Comments from Evaluators

Selection Committee Ratings for Top Respondents — Phase |

Selection Commititee Comments for Top Respondents — Phase |
Selection of Finalists Notification and Notice to Selected Finalists
Consultants’ Submission Prescreening Checklist — Phase I

Selection Cormmittee Overall Ratings for Phase | and Phase ||

Selection Commitiee Comments for Finalists — Phase ]

Past Performance Reference Checks and any available additional documentation
Verification of Non-Debarment from SAM Website for Intended Awardee
Prequalification Certificate for Intended Awardee
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This approval is for Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7, P.l. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828. The five (5)
highest firms in order of ranking are as follows:

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
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The Selection Committee recommends the selection of the top ranked firm, Columbia Engineering & Services, [nc.

Concurrence with Award from Responsible Division Director: Certification Procurement Requirements Met:
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T AL /] .
Directgr of P3/Program Delivery le{ury Young,}fﬁc?ﬂent Administrator
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REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS
484.031616

Bridge Bundle 1-2016
Recent RFQ Changes/Updates

This page serves to provide a means for the Department to summarize recent changes to its RFQ format so that
interested respondents can ensure their Statements of Qualifications (SOQs) are in compliance. Failure to ensure
compliance may cause SOQs to be disqualified. The contents of this summary are not intended to represent all the
modifications made to this document, but those which are a change or clarification to a policy or response requirement.
Respondents should refer to each of the referenced sections in the table below in order to review the change or
clarification. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this document, and are cautioned to
completely read and review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully (see Section I. General Project Information,
A. Overview for details).

For questions regarding these changes, please refer to Section Vill. Instruction for Submittal for Phase | ~
Statements of Qualifications, C. Question and Requests for Clarification.

Date of Change | RFQ Section Impacted | Summary of Change

June 12, 2015 Section IV.B. and IV.C.  For Phase | of the evaluation process, the percentage assigned to the

‘  total evaluation for the Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and
- Prime’s Experience and Qualifications has been increased from twenty
percent (20%) to thirty percent (30%) and the percentage assigned to
 the total evaluation for the Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and
Prime's Resources and Workload Capacity has been decreased from
thirty percent (30%) to twenty percent (20%).

June 12, 2015 Section VI.B.2. Clarification is provided regarding the Department's position on
disqualification when a respondent provides more than the allowed Key
Team Leaders, as well as when a respondent does not provide all of
the required Key Team Leaders.

June 12, 2015 Section VI.B.3. ' The requirement which limits the Prime Consultant's projects,
‘ presented as part of the Prime's Experience and Qualifications during
the Phase | process, to the previous five (5) years has been removed.
This will allow respondents to use projects outside of the previous
restriction of the last five years.

Note - This change does impact the information to be provided in
. the respondents SOQ by providing a broader range of eligible
| projects for consideration of the prime respondent.

June 12, 2015 Section X.A. | Clarification is provided regarding the Departments positicn on
' disqualification when administrative information is not provided in
accordance with the RFQ as well as when qualification information is
not provided in accordance with the RFQ.
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I. General Project Information

A. Overview

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS

484-031616

Bridge Bundie 1-2016

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) is soliciting SOQS from qualified firm(s) to provide
Engineering Design Services for the projects listed below (note that certain projects may be grouped with other
projects and awarded as one (1) contract):

Contract | County Pl/Projects# | Project Description

Clarke 0013716 SR 10 LOOP EB & WB @ SR 8/US 29

1 Clarke 0013806 SR 10/US 78 @ NORTH OCONEE RIVER
Dawson 0007170 | SR 136 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 8.3 M| SOUTHEAST OF
Hall DAWSONVILLE

| “Hall 0010212 SR 53 WB @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER

2 |
Dawson 0013807 SR 183 @ COCHRAN CREEK 6 Mi NW OF DAWSONVILLE
Habersham | 0013746 SR 385 @ HAZEL CREEK IN DEMOREST

—

Richmond 0013604 SR 4/US 1 @ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.9 M| NW OF HEPHZIBAH
Burke 0013736 SR 56 @ BRACK CREEK 5.8 MI NE OF MIDVILLE

3 Warren 0013815 SR 16 @ ROCKY COMFORT CREEK 2.5 M SW OF WARRENTON
Burke 0013820 SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N OF SARDIS
Burke TBD SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 Mi N OF SARDIS
Johnson 10007179 | SR 171 @ BATTLE GROUND CREEK o
Emanuel 0013748 SR 26 @ OHOOPEE RIVER 1.1 MI E OF ADRIAN
Johnson '

4 Laurens 0013749 SR 20 @ PUGHES CREEK 7 MI SE OF EAST DUBLIN
Dodge 0013823 SR 165 @ SUGAR CREEK 1 MI SW OF CHAUNCEY
Dodge 0013824 SR 230 @ BIG BRANCH 8.3 MI NW OF RHINE
Marion 0008647 CR 99/BOB SAVEL ROAD @ LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY

5§ | Webster 0013611 SR 27 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 M W OF §

PRESTON
| _ _

Muscogee 0013601 SR 219 @ SCHLEY CREEK NW OF COLUMBUS

6 Chattahooches | 0013743 SR 520/US 280 EB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 Ml SE OF

CUSSETA
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Harris 371150- TR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF
HAMILTON |
Brooks 0013714 | SR 76/SR 333 @ CS 735/BAY STREET & CSX #636942L IN
QUITMAN
Brooks 0013801 SR 122 @ MULE CREEK 2 MI E OF PAVO
7
Brooks 0013802 | SR 122 @ BRICE POND TRIB & @ OKAPILCO CREEK
Seminole 0013828 | SR 45 @ DRY CREEK
Chatham 0013741 SR 25/US 17 @ SAVANNAH RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
8 | Thatham 0013742 | SR 25/US 17 @ MIDDLE RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
_
Bulloch 0013803 | SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 Mi SE OF BROOKLET
Bulloch 0073804 | SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 136 MI SE OF
o |Effingham BROOKLET
Evans 0013825 | SR 160 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 M SW OF CLAXTON
Evans 0013826 | SR 169 @ CEDAR CREEK 4 MI NW OF CLAXTON
o Carroll 0013740 | SR 166 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK 1.9 MI W OF BOWDON
o | FUfon 0013800 | SR 14/US 29 @ CSX #638610Y 2.6 MI NE OF UNION CITY
Fuiton 0013870 | SR 14 @ ABANDONED CSX RAILROAD IN WEST ATLANTA
Pickens 0013527 | OR 136 @ TALKING ROCK CREEK 3 MI N OF JASPER
4 | R 170940- CR 85/CAT GAP ROAD @ TALLULAH RIVER 7.1 MI NW OF
TIGER
Fannin 642170- SR 60 WIDEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE CREEK
—

This Request for Qualifications (RFQ) seeks to identify potential providers for the Scope of Services for each
project/contract listed in Exhibits 1-11. Firms that respond to this RFQ, and are determined by GDOT to be
sufficiently qualified, may be deemed eligible, and invited to offer a Technical Approach and/or possibly present
and/or interview for these services. All respondents to this RFQ are subject to instructions communicated in this
document, and are cautioned to completely review the entire RFQ and follow instructions carefully. GDOT
reserves the right to reject any or all Siatements of Qualifications or Technical Approach, and to waive
technicalities and informalities at the discretion of GDOT.

B. IMPORTANT- A RESTRICTION OF COMMUNICATION IS IN EFFECT FOR THIS PROJECT.

From the advertisement date of this solicitation until successful respondents are selected and the award is made
official and announced, firms are not allowed to communicate about this solicitation or scope with any staff of
GDOT including the Commissioner and GDOT Board Members, except for the submission of guestions as
instructed in the RFQ, or with the contact designated in RFQ Section VIII.C., or as provided by any existing work
agreement(s). For violation of this provision, GDOT reserves the right to reject the submittal of the offending
respondent.

C. The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 15% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.
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Georgia Department of Transportation will monitor and assess each consultant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.

For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact:

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division

One Georgia Center, 7" Floor

600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

Phone: {404) 631-1972

D. Scope of Services

Under the terms of the resulting Agreements, the selected consultants will provide full engineering design
services, as well as all associated engineering related services for the GDOT Projects identified. The anticipated
scope of work for each project/contract is included in Exhibits 1-11.

in addition, GDOT desires that the Consultant have the ability to provide, sither with its own forces or through a
sub-consultant team member, comprehensive services necessary to fulfill all preliminary engineering services
which may arise during the project cycle.

E. Contract Term and Type

GDOT anticipates one (1) Muiti-Phase, Project Specific contract to be awarded to one (1) firm, for each
project/contract identified. GDOT anticipates that the Contract Type will be paid via Firm Fixed Price and/or Cost
Plus Fixed Fee methodology. As Project Specific contracts, it is the Department's intention that the Agreements
will remain in effect untif successful completion of the preliminary engineering phase of the projects, and may
choose to utilize the selected consultant for use on construction revisions as necessary.

F. Contract Amount

The Multi-Phase, Project Specific contract amounts will be determined via negotiations with the Department. If the
Department is unable to reach agreement on reasonable rates to be paid for the services to be provided, the
Department reserves the right to terminate negotiations with the highest scoring finalist and begin negotiations
with the next highest scoring finalist.

Il. Selection Method
A. Method of Communication

All general communication of relevant information regarding this solicitation will be made via the Georgia
Procurement Registry (GPR)} under RFQ-484-031616. All firms are responsible for checking the GPR on a
regular basis for updates, clarifications, and announcements. GDOT reserves the right to communicate via
electronic-mail with the primary contact listed in the Statements of Qualifications. Other specific communications
will be made as indicated in the remainder of this RFQ.

B. Phase | - Selection of Finalists

Based on the Statements of Qualifications submitted In response to the projects/contracts listed in this RFQ, the
Selection Committee will review the Experience and Qualifications and Resources and Workload Capacity
listed in Section IV. Selection Criteria for Phase |. The Selection Committee will discuss the top submittals and
the final rankings of the top submittals will be determined. From the final rankings of the top submittals, the
Selection Committee will identify three (3) to five (5) firms which will be shortlisted.

All firms must meet the minimum requirements as listed in Section IV.A. below.
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C. Finalist Notification for Phase Il

Firms selected and shortlisted as finalists will receive notification and final instructions from GDOT regarding the
Phase Il — Technical Approach response.

D. Phase Il - Finalists Response on Technical Approach and Past Performance

GDOT will request a Technical Approach of the three (3) to five (5) finalist firms for each project/contract. GDOT
reserves the right to request a presentation/interview on any project/contract as determined in its best interests;
however, this additional requirement shall typically be reserved for the most complex projects. Each finalist firm
shall be notified in writing and informed of the proposal due date. Any additional detailed proposal instructions
and requirements, beyond that provided in Section V. Selection Criteria for Phase I, for the finalists will be
provided in the Finalist Notification. All members of the Selection Committee will review the Technical Approach
(and will attend the presentation/interview if so chosen). Firms shall not address any questions, prior to the
award announcement, to anyone other than the designated contact.

E. Final Selection

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | forward for each Finalist and by evaluating
the Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. The Selection Committee will discuss the
Finalist's Phase Il Responses and the final rankings will be determined.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm(s) to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract(s),
including the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannot be reached with the highest-ranking
firm(s), GDOT will formally terminate the negotiations and possibly enter into negotiations with the second
highest-ranking firm, and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The
final form of the contract shall be developed by GDOT.

ll. Schedule of Events

The foliowing Schedule of Events represents GDOT's best estimate of the Schedule that will be followed. All times
indicated are prevailing times in Atlanta, Georgia. GDOT reserves the right to adjust the Schedule as GDOT deems

necessary.

PHASE | DATE TIME
a. GDOT issues public advertisement of RFQ -484-031616 2/15/2016 | —-—---
b. Deadline for submission of written questions and requests for clarification 3212016 2:00 PM
c. Deadline for submission of Statements of Qualifications 3/16/2016 | 2:00 PM
d. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to TBD

finalist firms

PHASE Il
e. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists TBD 2:00 PM
f. Phase Il Response of Finalist firms due TBD TBA
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IV. Selection Criteria for Phase | - Criteria for Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications
A. Area Class Requirements and Certification

Presented teams must be prequalified in the indicated Area Class(es) in order to be evaluated. Required proof of
prequalification shall be submitted as indicated in Section VI.B.4. below. All Submittals will be pre-screened to
verify that the Prime consultant has the required Area Class(es) and that the overall team has the required Area
Class{es). Any submittal in which the Prime consultant or the overall team area class requirements are not met
will be disgualified from further consideration.

Each submittal will require a certification to allow the Department to analyze risks in determining if any Firm
should be ineligible for award. The certification shall cover a wide variety of information. Any firm which responds
in any potentially concerning manner must provide additional information as directed herein for consideration by
GDOT to determine if Firm is eligible for award.

B. Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications ~ 30%

The Selection Commitiee will evaiuate ait firms on their Experience and Qualifications, which shall account for a
total of thirty (30%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring Phase | of the evaluation
will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlisted:

1. Project Manager education, registration, relevant engineering experience, relevant project management
experience, experience in utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

2. Key Team Leaders’ education, registration, relevant technical experience, and relevant experience in utilizing
GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance.

3. Prime Consultant’s experience in delivering projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function.

C. Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — 20%

The Selection Committee will evaluate all firms on their Resources availability and Workload Capacity which shall
account for a total of twenty (20%) percent of the total evaluation. The following criteria for scoring the
Resources and Workload Capacity will be utilized to determine which firms are shortlisted:

1. Project Manager Workload

2. Workload capacity of Key Team Leader(s)
3. Resources dedicated to delivering project
4. Ability to Meet Project Schedule

V. Selection Criteria for Phase il - Criteria for Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance
A. Technical Approach - 40%

The Selection Committee will evaluate the shortlisted firms (Finalists) on their Technical Approach, which shall
account for a total of forty (40%) percent. The Selection Committee shall utilize the following additional criteria for
scoring Phase Il of the evaluation to determine the highest ranked/most qualified (NOTE: Scores from Phase |
will be carried forward and combined with the scores from the Phase Il to determine the final ranking of
Finalists):

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firm has which could benefit the project,
and your ability and willingness to meet time requirements.

3. *™EXHIBIT 1-8, CONTRACT 8 ONLY***

a. Experience in the structural design of movable bridges such as bascule bridges, swing bridges or vertical
lift span bridges.

b. Experience in electrical engineering and mechanical engineering associated in the design, rehabilitation
or operation of movable bridges.
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B. Past Performance — 10%

The Selection Committee may consider information provided via references provided for relevant projects,
knowledge any selection committee member has of performance on relevant projects, and performance
evaluations or knowledge presented on GDOT projects. The Selection Committee will consider all factors in their
totality and score from 0 to 10 when arriving at a final score for the Past Performance.

VL. Instructions for Content and Preparation of Statements of gualificat_ions — Phase | Response

The Statements of Qualifications for each project/contract submittal must be submitted in accordance with

the instructions provided in Section VI, and must be organized, cateqorized using the same
headings (in red), and numbered and lettered exactly as outlined below, and must be

responsive to all requested information. For the sections in which page number limits are stated, each
section with a stated limit must begin on a new page and end on the last page allowed for the section. It is
not allowed to begin new sections on a page allowed for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the
Department to ensure compliance with the page limitations.

Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each submittal for

each project/contract and each must list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm’s full legal name and
the specific project contract being submitted on to include the Project Numbers, Pl Numbers,
County(ies), and Description.

A. Administrative Requirements

It is required to submit the information below for each copy of each submittal for each project. This is
general information and will not be scored but may be used to determine eligibility for selection.

1. Basic company information:

LS

©~ oo

Company name.

Company Headquarter Address.

Contact Information - Name and all contact information (telephone number(s) and e-mail address) of
primary proposing contact (this will be the individual with whom the Department wil! direct all
communications).

Company website (if available).

Georgia Addresses - ldentify and provide addresses for the offices located in the State of Georgia.

Staff - List the number and disciplines of staff members employed in each office in the State of Georgia.
Ownership - Provide form of ownership, including state of residency or incorporation, and number of
years in business. Is the Offeror a sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation, limited liability
Corporation, or other structure?

2. Certification Form - Complete the Certification Form (Exhibit “II” enclosed with RFQ), and provide a notarized
original within the firm’'s Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for the Prime ONLY.

3. Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit ~ Complete the form (Exhibit “lli" enclosed with
RFQ), and provide a notarized original within the firm's Statement of Qualifications. This is to be submitted for
the Prime ONLY.

4. Addenda - Signed cover page of any Addenda issued for the Prime ONLY

B. Experience and Qualifications

1. Project Manager - Provide information pertaining to the project manager, including but not limited to:

aoop

Education.

Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

Relevant engineering experience.

Relevant project management experience for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function (no
more than five (5) projects).
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e. Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance {Plan Development
Process, Design Policy, Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.).

This information is limited to two pages maximum.

2. Key Team Leaders - Provide experience of Key Team Leaders (defined as those individuals who oversee
project areas determined as particularly important to each specific project, refer to the Project Description in
Exhibit I, specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project). For each Key Team
Leader identified provide:

a. Education.

b. Registration (if necessary and applicable.)

c. Relevant experience in the applicable resource area (on no more than three (3) of the most relevant
projects).

d. Relevant experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy,
Environmental Procedures Manual, etc.) which are specific to the key resource area.

This information is limited to one (1} page maximum for each Key Team Leader identified in Section 7
of each Exhibit . Respondents submitting more than one (1) page for each Key Team Leader
identified will be subject to disqualification. Respondents who provide more Key Team Leaders than
what is outlined in the requirement will be subject to disqualification as this would provide an
advantage over firms who complied with the requirement and had the required number of Key Team
Leaders. Respondents who do not provide the required Key Team Leaders will be subject to
disqualification as this does not meet the requirements of the project and therefore would deem the
respondent and its team unqualified for the award.

3. Prime Experience - Provide information on the prime's experience and ability in delivering effective services
for projects of similar complexity, size, scope, and function. Describe no more than five (5) projects, in order
of most relevant to least relevant, which demonstrate the firm's capabilities to provide services for GDOT. For
each project, the following information should be provided:

Client name, project location and dates during which services were performed.

Description of overall project and services performed by your firm.

Duration of project services provided by your firm, and overall project budget.

Experience utilizing GDOT specific processes, manuals, or guidance (PDP, Design Policy, Environmental
Procedures Manual, etc.).

Client(s) current contact information including contact names and telephone numbers.

Involvement of Key Team Leaders on the projects.

apow

™o

This information is limited to two pages maximum.

4. Area Class Summary Form and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications - Prime Consultants are
defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT will contract.
The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team members.
Prime Consultants and their sub-consultant team members must meet the Area Class requirements listed in
Exhibit | for each project on which they apply. In regards to the required Area Classes, for each
project/contract on which they apply, respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in
Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-
venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of Qualifications. The area classes and firm’s
meeting the area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. If a team member's prequalification will expire prior to the due date of the SOQs, documentation
must be provided which shows that the firm has submitted its application for prequalification prior to the SOQ
due date. The team must maintain its prequalification certification in order fo be considered eligible for award
if selected. Additionally, respondents should submit the Notice of Professional Consultant
Qualifications (for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants for each project) issued by GDOT and
attach after the Area Class summary form.

This information is limited to the one page for the Area Class table (unless the project needs require
an extensive list of area classes) and the required Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications.

9
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C. Resources/Workload Capacity

1. Overall Resources -~ Provide information regarding the overall resources dedicated to delivering the specific
project, including:

a.

b.

Organizational chart which identifies the project manager, prime, Key Team Leaders, support personnel,
and reporting structure.

Primary Office - Identify and discuss the primary office which will be responsible for handling the specific
project and the number and types of staff within the office and how this office could benefit the project and
promote efficiency.

Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and Ability — Respondents are also allowed one page to provide
information regarding additional resource areas identified as important to the project, to discuss how the
key areas will integrate and work together on the project, to discuss any information which is pertinent to
these areas, to provide a narrative regarding how the organization of the team, including the PM and Key
Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. (GDOT recognizes that
some individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project loads.) Respondents
may discuss the advantages of your team and the abilities of the team members which will enable the
project to meet the proposed schedule as identified in Exhibit 1 (where applicable). If there is no
proposed schedule, discuss the advantages of the team and the abilities of the team members which will
enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. Respondents submitting more than the one
additional page allowed, will be subject to disqualification.

2. Project Manager Cormmitment Table - Provide a list of ALL projects (GDOT, other governments and private
contracts — Information may be validated and any firm determined not to be listing ail projects may be subject
to disqualification} on which the proposed project manager is currently committed, to enable the Department
to ascertain the project manager's availability. Utilize a table similar to the following format with a minimum of
all criteria indicated to provide the requested information:

Project Pl/Project # for GDOT Role of PM | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Manager | Projects/Name of on Project Description of Project Project Commitment in
Customer for Non-GDOT Hours
Projects

3. Key Team Leader Project Commitment Table - Provide a table similar to the below, with a minimum of all
criteria indicated, which identifies ALL projects the Key Team Leaders (refer to the Project Description in
Exhibit 1-11, specifically Section 7 for the list of Key Team Leaders for each Project) are committed on to
enable the Department to ascertain the available capacity.

Key Pl/Project # for GDOT Role of Key | Project Current Phase | Current Status of | Monthly Time
Team Projects/Name of Team Description of Project Project Commitment in
Leader | Customer for Non-GDOT | Leader on : Hours

Projects Project

This information is limited to the organization chart, one page of text (for the Primary Office and Narrative
on Ability discussion), and the tables.

10
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VIl. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase Il Response

The following information will only be requested of the shortlisted firms. The Selection Committee will
evaluate the shortlisted firms using the information provided as requested below {(NOTE: Scores from Phase |
will be carried forward to Phase Il}. Please note that each project/contract will follow an individual schedule
which meets the availability of each Selection Committee. For this reason, the Notice to Finalists and
resulting Phase Il responses may be on different schedules for each project/contract. If a firm is a Finalist on
multiple projects/contracts, the Phase Il responses should be considered as separate responses which shall
be prepared and submitted separately.

The Phase Il response must be submitted in accordance with the instructions provided in Section [X, and

must be Organized, categorized using the same headings (in red), and numbered

and lettered exactly as outlined below, and must be responsive to all requested information. For the
sections in which page number limits are stated, each section with a stated limit must begin on a new page
and end on the last page allowed for the section. It is not allowed to begin new sections on a page aflowed
for a previous section, if applicable. This will enable the Department to ensure compliance with the page
limitations.

Phase It Cover page — Each project/contract submittal must have a separate cover page for each copy of each
Phase |l submittal for each project/contract and each must indicate the response is for Phase
I, list the RFQ#, RFQ Title, proposing firm's full legal name and the specific project contract
being submitted on to include the Project Numbers, Pl Numbers, County(ies), and
Description.

A. Technical Approach

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (inciuding design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firm has which could benefit the project,
and your ability and willingness to meet time requirements.

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3) pages.

3. *"™EXHIBIT 1-8, CONTRACT 8 ONLY***, Technical Approach 1, 2 & 3 (There will be one extra page for
Exhibit 1-8, Contract 8 Only to address number 3, Technical Approach which will inciude a total of 4
pages).

a. Experience in the structural design of movable bndges such as bascule bridges, swing bridges or vertical
lift span bridges.

b. Experience in electrical engineering and mechanical engineering associaied in the design, rehabilitation
or operation of movable bridges.(There will be one extra page for Exhibit 1-8, Contract 8 Only to
address nhumber 3, Technical Approach which will include a total of 4 pages.

**This information will be limited to a maximum of four (4) pages.***

B. Past Performance

No additional information should be submitted to fuifill this requirement. Information from the relevant
projects listed as well as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfill this requirement.

Past performance may be evaluated through the checking of project references for the proposed project manager
as well as the firm. The Department will check these references at random. For this reason, attention should be
paid to the references provided to ensure that the contact information provided is accurate and the individual
references are reachable. Other past performance information which may be utilized includes GDOT consultant
performance ratings as welt as knowledge that any member of the Selection Committee has pertaining to the past
performance of the firm on any project.

11
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Vlil.Instructions for Submittal for Phase | - Statements of Qualifications

A. For each project/contract which is being sought by the firm, there are two (2) submittals required. Submittal #1
must follow the format and meet the content requirements identified in Section VI, entitled Instructions for
Content and Preparation of Statements of Qualifications — Phase | Response. Respondents must submit
one original and five (5) identical copies for all projects being sought. Submittal #2 is an electronic version of
Submittal #1 which allows for GDOT to maintain the files electronically (please submit a electronic version for
each contract you are submitting). The original and each copy of each Submittal #1 should be stapled separately.
For each project/contract response, the original and each copy of Submittal #1 should be bound together using a
binder clip or other similar fashion which allows the individual copies to be separated and distributed easily to
Selection Committee Members. [f a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each separately bound
project/contract may be submitted in a single package (boxed, enveloped, or other). See Attachment 1 for a
summary of how the submittals should be prepared.

B. Submittals must be typed on standard (82" x 11"} paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages will be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section and should be double-sided using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will
be determined by pages with print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. For example, a piece of paper
which has print on both sides, shall be considered two pages while a piece of paper with print on only one side
would be considered a single page. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and economically
as indicated above. Fancy bindings, colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must
be on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content.

NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included and
will be grounds for disqualification.

Submittals must be sealed in an opaque envelope or box, and reference RFQ 484- 031616 and the words
“STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS” must be clearly indicated on the outside of all of the envelopes or boxes.
Statements of Qualifications must be physically received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in the
Schedule of Events (Section il of RFQ) at the exact address below:

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Attention: Karen Mims
Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center, 19" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

Statements of Qualifications submitted via facsimile or e-mail will be rejected. All expenses for preparing and
submitting responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT is not obligated to any party
to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT. Labeling information
provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential”, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the
information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal
documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.

C. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the RFQ, or the project, shall be submitted in writing via e-mail to: Karen Mims, e-
mail: kmims@dot.ga.gov. The deadlines for submission of questions relating to the RFQ are the times and
dates shown in the (Schedule of Events- Section Ifl). From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful
proposer is selected and the award is made official and announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of
Communication in Section 1.B.
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IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase || — Technical Approach and Past Performance Response

THESE INSTRUCTIONS ARE INTENDED SOLELY FOR THOSE FIRMS IDENTIFIED AND NOTIFIED AS
FINALISTS. Final Instructions will be provided to the Finalists in the notification.

Please note that each project/contract will follow an individual schedule which meets the availability of each
Selection Committee. For this reason, the Notice to Finalists and resulting Phase Il responses may be on
different schedules for each project/contract.

A.

There are two (2) submittals required. Submittal #1 must follow the format and meet the content requirements
identified in Section VII, entitled Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance
Response — Phase Il Response. Respondents must submit.one original and five (5) identical copies for the
project for which they have been identified as a Finalist. Submittal #2 is an electronic version of Submittal #1
which allows for GDOT to maintain the files electronically. The original and each copy of each Submittal #1
should be stapled separately. For each project/contract response, the original and each copy of Submittal #1
should be bound together using a binder clip or other similar fashion which allows the individual copies to be
separated and distributed easily to Selection Committee Members. In the event that the firm has been identified
as a Finalist on more than one project/contract, and the due date and time for the Phase Il response is the same
and a firm is responding to multiple projects/contracts, each separately bound project/contract may be submitted
in a single package (boxed, enveloped, or cther.)

Submittals must be typed on standard (872" x 117) paper. The pages should be numbered, however, submittal
pages wili be counted by section to determine compliance with page limits. Responses are limited to the page
counts indicated in each section and should be double-sided using a minimum of size 11 font. Page counts will
be determined by pages with print on them, not by the physical piece of paper. For example, a piece of paper
which has print on both sides, shall be considered two pages while a piece of paper with print on only one side

would be considered a single page. Each Statement of Qualifications shall be prepared simply and economically
as indicated above. Fancy bindings, colored displays, and promotional materials are not desired. Emphasis must
be on completeness, relevance, and clarity of content.

NOTE: Additional pages other than what has been specified above in each section should not be included and will
be grounds for disqualification.

C.

Submittals must be sealed in an opague envelope or box, and reference RFQ 484-031616 and the words
“PHASE Il RESPONSE” must be clearly indicated on the outside of all of the envelopes or boxes. Statements of
Qualifications must be physically received by GDOT prior to the deadline indicated in the Notice to Finalists at
the exact address below:

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Attention; Karen Mims
Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center, 19" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

No submittals will be accepted after the time and date set for receipt.

Responses submitted via facsimile or e-mail will be rejected. All expenses for preparing and submitting
responses are the sole cost of the party submitting the response. GDOT is not obligated to any party to
reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt become the property of GDOT. Labeling information
provided in submittals “proprietary” or “confidential”, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the
information from public view. Subject to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal
documents will remain confidential until final award.

GDOT reserves the right, in its sole discretion, to waive any technicalities associated with this submittal if deemed
in the best interest of the State.
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D. Questions and Requests for Clarification

Questions about any aspect of the Phase Il Response for Finalists, shall be submitted jn writing via e-mail to:
Karen Mims, e-mail: kmims@dot.gqa.gov. or as directed in the Notice to Finalists, If different. The
deadlines for submission of questions relating to the Phase Il Response will be identified in the Notice to Finalists.
From the issue date of this solicitation until a successful proposer is selected and the award is made official and
announced, respondents are subject to the Restriction of Communication in Section L.B.

X. GDOT Terms and Conditions
A. Statement of Agreement

With the submission of a SOQ, the respondent agrees that he/she has carefuily examined the Request for
Qualifications, and agrees that it is the respondent's responsibility to request clarification on any issues in any
section of the Request for Qualifications with which the respondent disagrees or needs clarified. The respondent
also understands that failure to mention these items during the question period or in the SOQ will be interpreted to
mean that the respondent is in full agreement with the terms, conditions, specifications and requirements in the
therein. With submission of a SOQ, the respondent hereby certifies: (a) that this SOQ is genuine and is not
made in the interest or on behalf of any undisclosed person, firm, or corporation; (b) that respondent has not
directly or indirectly included or solicited any other respondent to put in a false or insincere SOQ; (c) that
respondent has not solicited or induced any person, firm, or corporation to refrain from sending a SOQ.

The respondent also understands that failure to provide required information may result in disqualification. Failure
to provide administrative information may not result in disqualification. At the Department's discretion, the
Department may notify the respondent that administrative information is not provided or there was an error in the
information provided, and the Department will allow a respondent to provide an update to the administrative
information. However, the exception to this is the provision of the required GEQRGIA SECURITY AND
IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT, which by Georgia Law requires disqualification of the response.
The above changes mentioned to administrative information would be considered allowable as these would be
limited to changes which do not affect the information which the evaluators use to score the respondents. Failure
of a respondent to provide the specific administrative information as required in the notice will result in
disqualification. Any respondent who provides changes in addition to the information requested in the notice shall
be subject to disqualification. Failure of a respondent's SOQ to provide any information pertaining to a
respondent and its teams qualifications, of any type, will subject the SOQ to disqualification. The Department will
not allow updates to qualifications to be provided to avoid disqualification as this would allow a respondent to
modify its SOQ and alter the information which evaluators would score. The above changes related to
qualifications would not be allowable as these would allow changes which do affect the information which the
evaluators use to score the respondents SOQ.

B. Joint-Venture Proposals, Sub-Consultants, and Vendors

GDOT does not generally desire to enter into “joint-venture” agreements with multiple firms. In the event two or
more firms desire to “joint-venture”, it is strongly recommended that one incorporated firm propose and maintain
status as the Program Management firm with the remaining firms participating as major firms. Any joint-venture,
proposed and established as a separate business entity, should have its own set of books and supporting
documentation sufficient for an audit trail. Transactions should be recorded consistent with the joint-venture
agreement, and care must be taken to ensure that the joint-venture bears its equitable share of the costs.
Therefore, “unpopulated joint-ventures” would not have an adequate accounting system suitable for cost
reimbursement contracts.

However more traditional “populated joint-ventures” are welcomed. A populated joint-venture is where an alliance
is brought to life by infusing it with working capital, employees, and control systems. The alliance implements all
necessary business systems, including payroll processing, purchasing, property control, etc. The alliance will
develop its own indirect rate structure and calculates its own indirect cost rates, based on the direct and indirect
costs it incurs.

Sub-Consultants shall generally be considered any team member which is performing any service which typically
requires prequalification, which is subject to the Audit and Accounting System Requirements, and whose services
are billed as costs. Sub-Consultant Team Members must be written into the resulting Agreement and are subject
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to all terms and conditions in the Agreement. Vendors shall be considered any team member which is performing
any service which typically does not require prequalification, which is not subject to the Audit and Accounting
System Requirements, and whose services are billed as direct expenses. Vendors may not be written into the
resulting Agreement and may not be subject to all terms and conditions in the Agreement.

C. Non-Discrimination and DBE Requirements

The Georgia Department of Transportation in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and 78 Stat.
252, 42 USC 2000d--42 and Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Department of Transportation, Subtitle A,
Office of the Secretary, part 21, Nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of
Transportation issued pursuant to such Act, hereby notifies all proposers that it will affirmatively ensure that any
contract entered into pursuant to this advertisement, minority business enterprises will be afforded full opportunity
to submit bids in response to this invitation and will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color,
sex, or national origin in consideration for an award.

The Georgia Department of Transportation Board has adopted a 16% overall annual goal for DBE
participation on all federally funded projects. This goal is not to be considered as a fixed quota, set aside
or preference. The DBE goal can be met by prime contracting, sub-contracting, joint-venture or mentor/
protégé relationship.

Georgia Department of Transportation wilt monitor and assess each consultant services submittals for their DBE
participation and/or good faith effort in promoting equity and opportunity in accordance with the state of Georgia,
Department of Transportation Disadvantage Business Program Plan.

For more information on the GDOT DBE Program please contact:

Georgia Department of Transportation
Equal Opportunity Division
One Georgia Center, 7" Floor
600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Phone: (404) 631-1972

D. Audit and Accounting System Requirements
GDOT reserves the right to reject any proposal with firms that do not meet the following requirements:

1. Firm(s} should have an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CFR Part 31 and, in the case
of non-profit organizations, OMB Circular A-122.

2. Any firm that currently has an aggregate contract amount exceeding $250,000 should have submitted their
yearly CPA overhead audit no later than June 30 of each year.

3. Firm({s) should have no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous contracts with GDOT that
have not been resolved.

4. The prime is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consultant(s) presented as a part of the
proposed team are similarly in compliance with the above requirements.

E. Submittal Costs and Confidentiality

All expenses for preparing and submitting responses are the sole cost of the respondent submitting the response.
The Department is not obligated to any respondent to reimburse such expenses. All submittals upon receipt
become the property of the Department. Labeling information provided in submittals as “proprietary” or
“confidential’, or any other designation of restricted use will not protect the information from public view. Subject
to the provisions of the Open Records Act, the details of the proposal documents will remain confidential until a
final award.
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F.

Award Conditions

This request is not an offer to contract or a sclicitation of bids. This request and any proposal submitted in
response, regardless of whether the proposal is determined to be the best proposal, is not binding upon the
Department and does not obligate the Department to procure or contract for any services. Neither the
Department nor any respondent submitting a response will be bound unless and until a written contract mutually
accepted by both parties is negotiated as to its terms and conditions and is signed by the Depariment and a
respondent containing such terms and conditions as are negotiated between those parties. The Department
reserves the right to waive non-compliance with any requirements of this Request for Qualifications and to reject
any or all proposals submitted in responses. Upon review of responses, the Department will determine the
respondent(s) proposal that in the sole judgment of the Department is in the best interest of the Department (if
any is so determined), with respect to the evaluation criteria stated herein. The Depariment then intends to
conduct negotiations with such respondent(s) to determine if an acceptable contract may be reached.

Debriefings

In lieu of Pre-Award and Post-Award debriefings, it shall be the Department's policy to provide the “Selection
Package” at the time of the Selection Announcement (also referred to as the Announcement of Entering into
Negotiations). The “Selection Package” will include the scores and comments of phases for all firms who
responded and will typically be provided as a PDF file and e-mailed. Previously, pre-award debriefings only
provided the scores and comments of the firm. It shall be the policy of the Department that all debriefings will
typically be conducted in writing.

Right to Cancel or Change RFQ

GDOT reserves the right to cancel any and all Request for Qualifications where it is determined to be in the best
interest of the Department to do so. GDOT reserves the right to increase, reduce, add or delete any item in this
solicitation as deemed necessary.

It is the responsibilty of all fims interested in submitting Statement of Qualifications (SOQs) for this
advertisement to routinely check the posting on the Georgia Procurement Registry for any revisions to this RFQ.

Substitutions, Alternates, Exceptions, and Extensions

No substitutions or alternates will be accepted for this solicitation. Any respondent submitting substitutions or
alternates will be considered non-responsive and will not be considered for award.

GDOT Code of Conduct Pertaining to Conflict of Interest in the Award and Administration of Contracts

Pursuant to GDOT Policy 3A-17, any GDOT employee who leaves the employment of the Department and
subsequently becomes employed with a consultant firm and whose duties while employed with the Department
included the direct involvement with the negotiation, administration, or management of a contract in which the firm
is either the primary consultant or a sub-consultant SHALL NOT be authorized to work on that contract as an
employee of that firm for a period of one (1) year after their employment ends..

Additionally, on July 1* of each year, any consultant firm that is under contract with the Department as a prime or
sub consultant shall provide to the Department's Chief Procurement Officer (CPQ) a current list of all former
Department employees employed by the firm and a document that certifies the responsibilities of those
employees as it relates to the current contracts with the Department. This certification document shall attest to the
fact that over the last year no former Department employee that is employed by their firm has worked on a
contract between the Department and their firm where that employee, when employed by the Department, had
direct involvement with the selection, award and/or administration of the consultant contract. Any consultant firm
entering into a contract with the Department for the first time as a prime or sub consultant shall provide the initial
required list of former Department employees and cerlification prior to the contract effective date. If the
Department's CPQO determines at any point during a contract that an actual conflict exists as it relates to the
above paragraph, then the CPQO shall have the authority to issue a stop work order on that contract.
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EXHIBIT 1-1

Project/Contract 1

1. Pl Numbers: 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013716 Clarke SR 10 LOOP EB & WB @ SR 8/US 29
0013806 Clarke SR 10/US 78 @ NORTH OCONEE RIVER

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team fisted in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or ohe or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area clesses listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) [ NEPA

1.06(b} | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) [ Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeclogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

3.05 Urban Interstate Highway Design

4.1 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
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hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and Archaeology
Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Concept Report:

Gohwp=

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

B. Environmental Document:

1.

3
4
5.
6.
7
8
9.
1

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PICH]).

0. Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Figld Plan Review {PFPR) and Final Figld Plan Review (FFPR).

C. Preliminary Design:

1.

COoNBORALON

Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Preliminary Bridge Plans.

b. Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

c. Preliminary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

d. Preliminary WHility Plans.

e. Preliminary Staging Plans.

f. Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable,
Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering

Services).
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D. Right-of-Way (ROW) Pians:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

E. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Plans.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~pop o

w

FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

N o~

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverabies.

I. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:
A. Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
B. Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
C. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-2
Project/Contract 2
1. Pi Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
SR 136 @ CHESTATEE RIVER 8.3 Ml SOUTHEAST OF
0007170 Dawson/Hall DAWSONVILLE
0010212 Hall SR 53 WB @ CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER
0013807 Dawson SR 183 @ COCHRAN CREEK 6 M| NW OF DAWSONVILLE
0013746 Habersham SR 385 @ HAZEL CREEK IN DEMOREST

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be

will contract.

disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design
OR

Number | Area Class

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant andfor one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be

prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06{a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06{d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 | Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 | Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

4.01 Miner Bridge Design

4.02 Major Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 | Land Surveying ‘

5.02 | Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Overhead/Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, fieid surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmentai Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A_. Comiplete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Steking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report;

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

GO wLN =

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeclogy).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SeeNeoasw
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Pians.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Contro! Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Wility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

NN

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavermnent EvaluationfUST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Desigh Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CoNAORON

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Plans.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final ESPCP.
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~popow

FFPR participation , repont, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System {CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

Nouns w

H. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions,
2. Review Shop Drawings.

| Quality Controi/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/for issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues)
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved -01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

nmoow

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required {to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-3

Project/Contract 3
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013604 Richmond ‘ SR 4/US 1 @ SOUTH PRONG CREEK 3.9 MI NW OF HEPHZIBAH
0013736 Burke SR 56 @ BRACK CREEK 5.8 MI NE OF MIDVILLE
0013815 Warren SR 16 @ ROCKY COMFORT CREEK 2.5 MI SW OF WARRENTON
0013820 Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK OVERFLOW 2.5 MI N CF SARDIS
TBD Burke SR 23 @ BRIER CREEK 2.7 MI N OF SARDIS

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consuitants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A, The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV} which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.068(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

a.
b

C.
d.

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Nookun

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.

SeeNOORw

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reporis and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Pubiic Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design;
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Pretiminary Ercsion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4), if applicable.

A OO = TS

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CoNOO LN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coocrdinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~oae T

FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

ool N

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues {additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues)
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR} Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract - 02/11/20.

Tmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead..

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required {to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT -4

Project/Contract 4
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0007179 Johnson SR 171 @ BATTLE GROUND CREEK
0013748 ‘Emanuel/Johnson SR 26 @ CHCOPEE RIVER 1.1 MI E OF ADRIAN
0013749 Laurens SR 29 @ PUGHES CREEK 7 M| SE OF EAST DUBLIN
0013823 Dodge SR 165 @ SUGAR CREEK 1 MI SW OF CHAUNCEY
0013824 Dodge SR 230 @ BIG BRANCH 8.3 MI NW OF RHINE

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for.this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a} | NEPA

1.06(b} | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e} | Ecology

1.08(f) | Archaeology

1.08(g} | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Envirpnmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

ok wh =

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion,
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and atiend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

POoooTe

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CoNORWN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare RCW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final ESPCP.

Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

"~ anow
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FFPR participation , report, and responses(all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System {CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

22

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

I. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues)
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 09/30/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 03/14/18.
Right-of Way (ROW) Plans approved — 09/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/01/189.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/03/19.

Let Contract — 02/14/20.

nmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-5
Project/Contract &
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0008647 Marion CR 99/BOB SAVEL ROAD @ LANAHASSEE CREEK TRIBUTARY
SR 27 @ KINCHAFOONEE CREEK & OVERFLOW 1.5 MI W OF
0013611 Webster PRESTON

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Quaiifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d)} | Noise

1.06(e} { Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeclogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying _
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5.03 | Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revigions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction pians (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Pian Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

OO RBN

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SOENOMA®
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary ESPCP.

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BF| ) Report.

Pavement EvaluationflUST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

VNI RABN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

X NN R
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FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

O,k w

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

I. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR} Inspection — (7/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20Q.

mmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Desigh Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-6
Project/Contract 6
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013601 Muscogee SR 219 @ SCHLEY CREEK NW OF COLUMBUS
0013743 Chattahoochee SR 520/US 280 EB & WB @ BAGLEY CREEK 2 M! SE OF CUSSETA
. CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF
371150- Harris HAMILTON

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number

Area Class

3.01

Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number

Area Class

4.01

Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(k) | History

1.06(c)} | Air Quality

1.06(d) [ Noise

1.06(e) [ Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering (SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geclogical and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Polluticn Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final censtruction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4. Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report;

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

k0N

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aguatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PICH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SOPNOoro
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).
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Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

NI AWM

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Ultilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
G. Final Design:

1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Final Bridge Plans.
b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
d. Final Utility Plans.
e. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
3. Corrected FFPR Plans.
4, Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
5. Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

H. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I, Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering {PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/186.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review {(FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mmoow»

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.
8. Assumptions:
A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).
C. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regulated waterway within project limits.

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-7
Project/Contract 7
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013714 Brooks SR 76/SR 333 @ CS 735/BAY STREET & CSX #636942L IN QUITMAN
0013801 Brooks SR 122 @ MULE CREEK 2 MI E OF PAVO
0013802 Brooks SR 122 @ BRICE POND TRIB & @ OKAPILCO CREEK
0013828 Seminole SR 45 @ DRY CREEK

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT

will contract.

The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team

members. The Prime Consuitant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form {example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design
OR

Number | Area Ciass

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team ({either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.08{(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(¢) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeclogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Aititude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Pubiic Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

3.15 Highway Lighting

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering {(SUE)

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) ; Geclogical and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poilution Control Plan
5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans {including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

PON=

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

oDohN=

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.

geENoosw

Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeclogy).

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion,
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement {1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [FIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary WHtility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~oapoo

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates,

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

OENDOAON

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and cocrdinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Plans.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

"Po0TD

FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate,

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

SGopkw M

H. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).

42



RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Fieid Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/01/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/03/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

mmoow>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions;

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-8

Project/Contract 8

1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013741 Chatham SR 25/US 17 @ SAVANNAH RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH
0013742 Chatham SR 25/US 17 @ MIDDLE RIVER IN PORT WENTWORTH

4, Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV} which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.02 Mzajor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consuliant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06{a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(f) [ Archaeology

1.068{g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.02 Major Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soit Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan
5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,

NEPA and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeclogy Survey Reports, Vessel Study, Bridge Type Study, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept

Team Mesting.

A. Compiete Field Surveys:

1.
2.
3.
4.

Provide Survey Control Package.
Provide Inroads Survey Database.
Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

ombhwhN =

Traffic Studies.

Cost estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

C. Environmental Document:

1.
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Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecclogy, and Archaeology).

NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Agquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House[PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~oQapop

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI } Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

LN AWM

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Pians.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~eoopOop
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FFPR participation , repert, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

@k

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

I. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues),

46



RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1

6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/09.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection — 07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/19.

nmoowm»

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.
8. Assumptions:
A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).
C. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) regulated waterway within project limits.

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT -9

Project/Contract &

1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013803 Bulloch SR 26 @ CANEY BRANCH 13 MI SE OF BROOKLET

SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 MI SE OF |
0013804 Bulloch BROOKLET !
0013825 Evans SR 169 @ BULL CREEK 4.5 Ml SW OF CLAXTON !
0013826 Evans SR 169 @ CEDAR CREEK 4 MI NW OF CLAXTON |

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be

disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number

Area Class

3.01

Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number

Area Class

4.01

Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be

prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) ! NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06{c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) | Ecology

1.06(" | Archaeoclogy

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Fublic Involvement)
3.01 Rural Roadway Design

3.15 Highway Lighting

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, finai right-of-way plans (including
revisions}, erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

R

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

S

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys repotts and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Agquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public information Open House [PIOH]).

Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SOooN®G AW
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preiiminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Ercsion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~PoO0TO

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates,

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Locationh and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

LN RLN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Final Bridge Plans.

Final Signing and Marking Plans.

Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
Final Utility Plans.

Final Staging Plans.

Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

ol W N

FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

onhkw M

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

|.  Aftendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additional
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection —07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

Mmoo

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A, Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to he determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT i-10

Project/Contract 10

1. Pl Numbhers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:

0013740 Carroll SR 166 @ BIG INDIAN CREEK 1.9 Ml W OF BOWDON
0013809 Fulton SR 14/US 29 @ CSX #538610Y 2.6 MI NE OF UNION CITY
0013810 Fulton SR 14 @ ABANDONED CSX RAILROAD IN WEST ATLANTA

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consuitant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV} which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consultants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class
3.01 Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Urban Roadway Design

OR

Number | Area Class
4.01 Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consuitant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06(a) | NEPA

1.06(b) ! History

1.06(c)  Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06(e) [ Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3.01 Ruraf Roadway Design

3.02 Urban Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

5.08 Subsurface Utility Engineering

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01({b) | Geolcgical and Gecphysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Siudies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poilution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including all requnred specnal studies, preliminary construction plans hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of- way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
Nationat Environmental Policy Act (NEFPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeology Survey Reports, Vessel Study, Bridge Type Study, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept
Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

1. Provide Survey Control Package.

2. Provide Inroads Survey Database.
3. Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.
4, Staking for Right of Way acquisition.

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost estimates.

Initial Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.,
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

ok wN=

C. Environmental Document:

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeclogy).

2. NEFPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
¢. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public Information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SemNoaaw
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Ercsion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System {MS4, if applicable).

N NN L

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI| ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/UST/Soil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates.

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

LCENDOALN

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Utilities:
Subsurface Utility Engineering.
G. Final Design:
1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:
Final Bridge Plans.
Final Signing and Marking Plans.
Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP}.
Final Utifity Plans.

Final Staging Plans.
Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.

~Pp oo o
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FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

Corrected FFPR Plans.

Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.

Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.

Amendments & Revisions.

oWk w

H. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions,
2. Review Shop Drawings.

I.  Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.
J. Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues {additional

meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/17.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/19.

Final Field Pian Review (FFPR) Inspection -~ 11/01/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 03/03/20.

Let Contract — 06/14/20.

Tmoom>

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required (to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT I-11
Project/Contract 11
1. Pl Numbers 2. Counties: 3. Descriptions:
0013827 Pickens SR 136 @ TALKING RCCK CREEK 3 MI N OF JASPER
170840- Rabun CR 86/CAT GAP ROAD @ TALLULAH RIVER 7.1 Ml NW OF TIGER
642170- Fannin SR 60 @ WIDEN BRIDGE OVER HOTHOUSE CREEK

4. Required Area Classes:

Prime Consultants are defined as the firm submitting the Statement of Qualifications and the firm with whom GDOT
will contract. The Team is defined as the Prime Consultant and their sub-consultants, who are considered team
members. The Prime Consultant must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.A. The Prime
Consultant or sub-consultant team members must be prequalified in the Area Classes identified below in Section 5.B.
Respondents should submit a summary form (example provided in Exhibit IV) which details the required area classes
for the Prime Consultant and all sub-consuitants or joint-venture of consultants on the team listed in the Statement of
Qualifications. The area classes listed on the summary form must meet all required area classes or the team will be
disqualified. The Prequalification Expiration Date must be current by the deadline stated for this RFQ.

A. The Prime Consultant MUST be prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number

Area Class

3.01

Rural Roadway Design

OR

Number

Area Class

4.01

Minor Bridge Design

B. The Team (either the Prime Consultant and/or one or more of their subconsultant team members) MUST be
prequalified by GDOT in the area classes listed below:

Number | Area Class

1.06{a) | NEPA

1.06(b) | History

1.06(c) | Air Quality

1.06(d) | Noise

1.06{e) | Ecology

1.06(f) | Archaeology

1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Value Studies (Public Involvement)
3. Rural Roadway Design

4.01 Minor Bridge Design

4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
5.01 Land Surveying

5.02 Engineering Surveying
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5.03 Geodetic Surveying

6.01(a) | Soil Survey Studies

6.01(b) | Geological and Geophysical Studies

6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

9.01 Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plan

5. Scope:

The Consultant shall provide concept development, field surveys and database enhancements, development of
the environmental document including ali required special studies, preliminary construction plans, hydraulic and
hydrological studies, preliminary bridge plans, signing and marking plans, final right-of-way plans (including
revisions), erosion control plans, staging plans and final construction plans (including revisions through project
final acceptance). All required engineering studies are considered part of the scope of services. All deliverables
shall be in accordance with the Plan Development Process, Electronic Data Guidelines, Plan Presentation Guide,
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the GDOT Environmental Procedures Manual.

Task Order #1 is expected to be for Concept Report Approval including all activities required for approval. These
activities include Survey, Traffic Analysis, Public Involvement for possible detour, History, Ecology, and
Archaeoiogy Survey Reports, Initial Concept Team Meeting, and Concept Team Meeting.

A. Complete Field Surveys:

Provide Survey Control Package.

Provide Inroads Survey Database.

Staking for Bridge Site Inspection.

Staking for Right of Way (ROW) acquisition.

PN

B. Concept Report:

Traffic Studies.

Cost Estimates.

Initiai Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Concept Meeting Preparation and Attendance.
Approved Concept Report.

Concept Design Data Book.

ok WM~

C. Environmental Document;

1. Necessary Environmental Special Studies surveys reports and assessment of effects (i.e., Air, Noise,
History, Ecology, and Archaeology).

2. NEPA documents:

a. Categorical Exclusion.
b. Section 4f coordination.
c. One NEPA document reevaluation for Construction.

Preparation of a Section 404 Individual Permit application.

Aquatic Survey.

Stream Buffer Variance.

Wetland Mitigation.

Preparation of a Vegetative Buffer application.

Practical Alternatives Report (PAR), if necessary.

Public Involvement (1 possible detour/Public information Open House [PIOH]).

0 Prepare for and attend the Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR) and Final Field Plan Review (FFPR).

SeeNOnsw
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D. Preliminary Design:
1. Complete Preliminary Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

Preliminary Bridge Plans.

Preliminary Signing and Marking Plans.

Preliminary Erosion, Sedication, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).

Preliminary Utility Plans.

Preliminary Staging Plans.

Drainage Design including Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4, if applicable).

~P RO T

Bridge Hydraulic Study.

Bridge Foundation Investigation (BFI ) Report.

Pavement Evaluation/lUST/Sqil Survey.

Constructability Meeting participation.

Cost Estimation with annual updates,

Quality Assurance/Quality Control Reviews.

Location and Design Report.

PFPR participation, report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).

CoONSORAON

E. Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans:

1. Prepare ROW plans and coordinate ROW staking.
2. Right of Way revisions during acquisition, as needed.

F. Final Design:

1. Complete Final Roadway Plans, including but not limited to:

a. Final Bridge Plans.
b. Final Signing and Marking Plans.
c. Final Erosion, Sedimentation, and Pollution Control Plans (ESPCP).
d. Final Utility Plans.
e. Final Staging Plans.
f. Final Drainage Design including MS4, if applicable.
2. FFPR participation , report, and responses (all plans sets and other information requested by Engineering
Services).
3. Corrected FFPR Plans.
4. Cost Estimation System (CES) Final cost estimate.
5. Final Plans, Specifiations & Estimates (PS&E) Package.
6. Amendments & Revisions.

G. Construction:

1. Use on Construction Revisions.
2. Review Shop Drawings.

H. Quality Control/Quality Assurance Reviews for all deliverables.

| Attendance in and meeting minutes of monthly meetings to discuss progress and/or issues (additicnal
meetings may be required to resolve major project issues).
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6. The following milestone dates are proposed:

Preliminary Engineering (PE) Notice to Proceed — 10/07/16.
Preliminary Field Plan Review (PFPR} Inspection — 07/14/18.
Right-of-Way (ROW) Plans approved — 01/06/18.

Final Field Plan Review (FFPR) Inspection —-07/22/19.

Final Plans for Letting — 12/02/19.

Let Contract — 02/11/20.

nmoom»

7. Related Key Team Leaders:
A. Roadway Design Lead.
B. Bridge Design Lead.
C. NEPA Lead.

8. Assumptions:

A. Bridge to be replaced, not widened or rehabilitated.
B. On-site or off-site detour may be required {to be determined during concept development).

9. There is no additional information for this contract.
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EXHIBIT 1l
CERTIFICATION FORM

1, , being duly sworn, state that | am (title) of

(firm) and hereby duly certify that | have read and understand the
information presented in the attached proposal and any enclosure and exhibits thereto. .

Initial each box below indicating certification. The person initialing must be the same person who signs the Cerification Form. (If unable to initial
any box for any reason, place an "X in the applicable box and attach a statement explaining the non-certification. The Department will review and make
a determination as to whether or not the firm shall be considered further or disqualified).

| further certify that to the best of my knowledge the information given in response to the Request for Qualifications is full, complete and
truthful.

| further certify that the submitting firm and any principal employee of the submitting firm has net, in the immediately preceding five (5) years,
been convicted of any crime of moral turpitude or any felony offense, nor has had their professional license suspended, revoked or been

subjecled to disciplinary proceedings, nor is any team members/principals cumrently under indictment for any reason related to actions on
public infrastructure projects.

| further certify that [ understand that Firms included on the current Federal list of firms suspended or debarred are not eligible for selection
and that the submitting firm has not, in the immediately preceding five (5) years, been suspended or debarred from contracting with any

federal, state or local government agency, and further, that the submitting firm is not now under consideration for suspension or debarment
from any such agency.

| further certify that the submitting firm has not in the immediately preceding five (5) years been defaulted in any federal, state or local
government agency contract and further, that the submitting firm is not now under any notice of intent to default on any such contract, nor has

been removed from a contract or failed to complete a contract as assigned due to cause or default.

| further certify that the firm or any affiliate(s) has not been involved in any arbitration, litigation, mediation, dispute review board or other
dispute resolution proceeding with a client, business partner, or government agency in the last five (5) years involving an amount in excess of

$500,000 related to performance on public infrastructure projects.

| further certify that there are not any pending regulatory ingquiries that could impact our ability to provide services if we are the selected
consultant.

| further certify that there are no possible conflicts of interest created by our consideration in the selection process or by our involvement in the
project.

| further certify that the submitting firm’s annual average revenue for the past five (5) years is sufficient to allow the services to be delivered
effectively by our firm and that there are no trends in the revenue which may be concerning other than normal market fluctuations.

| further certify that in regards to Audit and Accounting System Requirements, that the submitting firm:

. Has an accounting system in place to meet requirements of 48 CFR Part 31 and, in the case of non-profit organizations, OMB
Circular A-122.

. Has submitted its yeady Certified Public Accountant overhead audit if it currently has an aggregate contract amount exceeding
$250,000.

Hl.  Has no significant outstanding deficient audit findings from previous confracts with GDOT that have not been resolved.

V. Is responsible for being reasonably assured that all sub-consullant(s) presented as a pari of the proposed team are similarly in
compliance with the above requirements.

| acknowledge, agree and authorize, and certify that the proposer acknowledges, agrees and authorizes, that GDOT may, by means that either deems
appropriate, determine the accuracy and truth of the information provided by the proposer and that the GDOT may contact any individual or entity named
in the Statement of Qualifications for the purpose of verifying the information supplied therein.

| acknowledge and agree that all of the information contained in the Statement of Qualifications is submitted for the express purpose of inducing the
GDOT to award & contract.

A material false stalement or omission made in conjunction with this proposal is sufficient cause for suspension or debarment from further contracts, or
denial or rescission of any coniract entered info based upon this proposal thereby precluding the firm from doing business with, or performing work for,
the State of Georgia. in addition, such false statement or omission may subject the person and entily making the proposal to criminal prosecution under
the laws of the Stafe of Georgia of the United States, including but not limited to 0.C.G.A. §16-10-20, 18 U.5.C. §§1001 or 1341.

Sworn and subscribed before me

This day of ,20 . Signature
NOTARY PUBLIC
My Comrnission Expires: NOTARY SEAL

60



RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Bundle 1
EXHIBIT I

GEOCRGIA SECURITY AND IMMIGRATION COMPLIANCE ACT AFFIDAVIT

Consultant’s Name:

Address:

Solicitation No./Contract No.: | RFQ-484- 031616

Solicitation/Contract Name: Bridge Bundle 1-2016

CONSULTANT AFFIDAVIT

By executing this affidavit, the undersigned Consultant verifies its compliance with 0.C.G.A. § 13-10-91, stating
affirmatively that the individual, entity or corporation which is engaged in the physical performance of services on behalf of
the Georgia Department of Transportation has registered with, is authorized to use and uses the federal work
authorization program commonly known as E-Verify, or any subsequent replacement program, in accordance with the
applicable provisions and deadlines established in O.C.G.A. § 13-10-91.

Furthermore, the undersigned Consultant will continue to use the federal work authorization program throughout the
contract period and the undersigned Consultant will contract for the physical performance of services in satisfaction of
such contract only with sub-consultants who present an affidavit to the Consultant with the information required by
0.C.G.A. § 13-10-91(b). Consultant hereby attests that its federal work authorization user identification number and date
of authorization are as follows:

Federal Work Authorization User |dentification Number Date of Authorization
(EEV/E-Verify Company Identification Number)

Name of Consultant

| hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct

Printed Name {(of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant) Title {of Authorized Officer or Agent of Consultant)

Signature (of Authorized Officer or Agent) Date Signed

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME ON THIS THE

DAY OF . 201_

[NOTARY SEAL]

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

Rev. 11/01/15
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EXHIBIT IV
Area Class Summary Example

Respondents should complete a table similar to the below and indicate by placing an “X” in the appropriate column indicating the firm which meets each required
area class for each specific project with particular emphasis on the area classes which the Prime must hold as well as the sub-consultants. The below table is a
full listing of all area classes. Since no single advertisement would require every area class, Respondents should delete all the area classes which are not
applicable to the project they are pursuing and only include the ones applicable. Particular attention should be paid to the date that consultants certificate expires.

Area Class | Area Clags Description Prima Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub- Sub-
# Consultant Consultant Consultant Consultant #3 | Consu'tant #4 | Consultant #5 | Consultant #8
Name #1 Name #2 Name Name Name Name Name
DBE - Yes/No >
| Prequalification Expiration Date
1.01 | Statewide Systems Planning
1.02 i Urban Area and Regional Transportation Planning
1.03 ._Aviation Systems Planning
1.04 | Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning
1.05 . Alternate Systems Planning
1.06(al NEPA
1.06(b, | History
1.06(¢] ! Air Quality
1.06(d’ « Noise
1.06(e | Ecology
1.06(f) " Archasology
1.06(g) | Freshwater Aquatic Surveys
1.06(h) Bat Surveys
1.07 Attitude, Opinion, and Community Vaiue Studies (Public Involvemant)
1.08 Airport Master Planning (AMP}
1.08 Location Studias
1.10 Traffic Analysis
A1 Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies
12 Major Investment Studies
13 Non-Motorized transportation Planning
201 ass Transit Prog-am (Systems Management)
2.02 Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies
203 Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System
2.04 Mass Transit Controls, Communication and Information Systems
2.05 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering
2.08 Mass Transit Unigue Structures
2.07 Mass Transit Electrical and Mechanical System
2,08 Mass Transit Operations Managemert and Support Services
209 Airport Design {AD)
210 Mass Transit Program (Systems Marketing)
3.01 Two-Lane or Multi-lane Rural Roadway Design
3.02 Two-Lane or Multi-lane urban Roadway Design
3.03 Multi-Lane Urban Roadway Widening and Reconstruction
3.04 Multi-lane Rural Ir Limited Acoess Design H
.06 Multi-lape Urban Interstate Limited Access Design ;
.06 Traffic Operations Studies
07 Traffic Operations Design
.08 ! Landscaps Architecture Design
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3.09 Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Design and Im plementation
3.10 Utility Coordination
3.1 Architecture ’
3.12 Hydraulic and Hydrologicai Studies (Roadway)
3.13 Facilities for Bicycles and Pedestrians
3.14 Historic Rehabilitation
3.15 Higt and Outdoer Lighting
3.18 Value Enginearing (VE}
1 347 Toli Facilities Infrastructure Desigh
| 4.01 Minor Bridge Design
4.02 Major Bridge Design
4.04 Hydraulic and Hydrolegicai Studies (Bridges) |
4.05 Bridge Inspecticn
5.01 Land Surveying
5.02 Engineering Surveying
5.03 Goodstic Surveyirg
5.04 Aarial Phetography
5.05 Photogrammoetry
5.068 Topographic Remote Senging
5.07 Cartography
5.08 Cverhead/Subsurface Utilty Engineering (SUE)
6.01(a) Soail Survey Studies
5.01(b) Geoiogical and Geophysical Studies
.02 Bridge Foundation Studies
.03 Hydraulic 2nd Hydrologic Studies (Seits & Foundatian)
| 8.04(a) Laboratory Testing of Roadway Constnuction Materials
.04(b) Field Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
.05 Hazardous Waste Site Assessment Studies
.0 Construction Engireering and Supervision
L0 Erosion, Sedimentation, gnd Peiluticn Contral Plan
.02 Rainfall and Runoff Reporting
.03 Field Inspection for Eresion Conircl
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ATTACHMENT 1
Submittal Formats for GDOT Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Cover Page
Administrative Requirements

1. Basic Company Information 1

Company name
Company Headquarter Address ——

# of Pages Allowed

-

Contact Information o
Company Website

Georgia Addresses

f Staff

g. Ownership —

sooTw

2. Notarized Certification Form (Exhibit I1) for Prime
3. Notarized Georgia Security and Immigration Compliance Act Affidavit (Exhibit ill)
4. Signed Cover Page of any Addenda lssued

Experience and Qualifications

1. Project Manager I
. Education

-
-
-

Registration

Relevant engineering experience
Relevant project management experience
Relevant experience usi i

PP oD

ocesses, etc.

2. Key Team Leader Expenence

Education

apop

Registration
Relevant experience in applicable resource iea
Relevant experignce using GDO i cesses, etc.
3. Prime's Experience
. Client name, project location, and dat‘:EL,‘m
Description of overall project and services p

Duration of project services provided
Experience using GDOT specific processes, ptc.
Clients current contact information

involvement of Key Team Leaders

~oo0O®

4. Area Class Table and Notice of Professional Consultant Qualifications for
Prime and Sub-Consultants

Resources/Workload Capacity

1. OQverall Resources

-

->

N ization o
b. Primary office to handle project and staff deskription of office and benefits of office
c. Narrative on Additional Resource Areas and AbI

2. Project Manager Commitment Table
3. Key Team Leaders Project commitment table

-
-

1

Excluded

. §

{each addenda)

1 {each)

Excluded

Excluded

1

Excluded
Excluded



ADDENDUM NO. 1
ISSUE DATE: February 19, 2016
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016
NOTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
800 West Peachtree Street, NW

- 19" Floor
Aflanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the criginal RFQ
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal.

1. Written Questions and Answers:

Ll Questions I Answers
1. || Would the firm awarded the Yes.

Bridge Program Management
contract under RFQ-484-
012116 be precluded from
submitting on this contract?

2. || Will the bridges awarded Yes.
under this contract be
managed by the program
management consuitant
awarded the Bridge Program
Management contract under
RFQ-484-0121167




NOTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY!
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE CHANGES ADDRESSED

ADDENDUM NO. 2
ISSUE DATE: March 3, 2016

This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:

RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016

THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT I[N

DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall
control.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
800 West Peachtree Street, NW
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal.

|. Written Questions and Answers:

Questions

Answers

Addendum 1 states that the
firm awarded the Bridge
Program Management
contract under RFQ-484-
012116 would be precluded
from submitting on this
contract. Would the
subconsultants be precluded
from submitting on this
contract as weil?

The Subconsultants would have to have written permission from the
Department.

Several of the contracts show
a Preliminary Engineering
Notice to Proceed (NTP) in
Fall 2017. Please verify that
the NTP dates are correct.

Those are the projected NTPs based on historical negotiation times for task order
#1. It could be earlier if negotiations go smoothly.




Since these project all deal
with bridges that may require
surveys for bats, will the
project team be required to be
pre-qualified in newly
designated area class 1.06(h)
for bat surveys?

All these projects are not in bat survey areas. At this time we are not requiring the
new bat area class.

Are the firms (Prime and
Subs) awarded the On-Call
State Funded Bridge Design
and Support Services under
RFQ-484-011116 precluded
from submitting on this
contract?

Please see Addendum No. 1 for the Prime. See Addendum No. 2, Number 1 for
the Subconsultant.

RFQ Page 10, Section
VI.C.1.a. Organizational Chart
- Would the Department allow
an 11 X 17 sheet for the
organization chart?

Yes.

On page 4 of the RFQ for
Contract 8, the third project
description has “Hamilton I”,
but under Exhibit I-6 {(page 36
of the RFQ), it only reads
*Hamilton.” Is the “I” supposed
to be inciuded in the project
description for P Number
371150-?

The Project Description for Contract 6, P.1. No. 371150- is as follows:

CR 215/FORTUNE HOLE ROAD @ WILLIAMS CREEK SE OF HAMILTON |,
Harris County.

On page 4 of the RFQ for
Contract 9, Pl Number
0013804 shows Bulloch and
Effingham counties; however
under Exhibit I-9 it only shows
Bulloch county for this PI
Number. Can you please
verify the correct county(ies)
for Pl Number 00138047

The Project Description for Contract 9, P.L No. 0013804 is as follows:

SR 119 @ OGEECHEE RIVER & OVERFLOW 13.6 MI SE OF BROOKLET,
Bulloch and Effingham County.




ADDENDUM NO. 3
ISSUE DATE: March 3, 2016
This Addendum shall become and form a part of the RFQ for:
RFQ-484-031616: Bridge Bundle Batch 1-2016

NOTE PLEASE REVIEW CAREFULLY! THERE ARE CHANGES TO THE INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED.
FAILURE TO ADHERE TO THE CHANGES ADDRESSED IN THIS ADDENDUM MAY RESULT IN
DISQUALIFICATION.

In the event of a conflict between previously released information and the information contained herein, the latter shall

control.

Firm Name

Signature Date

Typed Name and Title

Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
Office of Transportation Services Procurement
One Georgia Center
600 West Peachiree Street, NW
19" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

This Addendum, including all articles and corrections listed below, shall become and form a part of the original RFQ
package and shall be taken into account in preparing your proposal.

. Written Questions and Answers:

Addendum 2, Answer Number four is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following answer:

Neither the Prime nor the Subconsultant for the awarded firm for the On-Call State Funded Bridge Design and Support
Services under RFQ-484-011116 wili be precluded from submitting on this contract.



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484-031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

March 16, 2016

— — -

-

I r—

T ...ﬁ-f.. S Ll =

Liigaro-as Bhogqnznarennmst onh B acunnio anee ibanrs

SCLICITATION TIME DUE: NHQOUB
s b o
o = o o
& m £ i - <
S22 | & (£E| B
S |%18,| 5. 28| 3
2|28 =2 |2 =3
= |2 |<%| 8§ |83 &4
s |3 8Ll &8 |55 2%
% |5|58 EE |E3| 28
No. Consultants Date Time W |Wigag| 63 [0 = 0 |Comments
1 American Engineers, Inc. 3/15/2016 |[11:23am. | X | X | X X X X
2 CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey 3/16/2016__ {10:39 a.m. X [ x| x X X X
3 CHA Consulting, Inc. 31612016 |1:03 p.m. X | X] X X X X
4 Civil Services, Inc. 3/16/2016 _ |10:59 a.m. X [ X] x X X X
5 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.  |3/116/2016 |11:29 a.m. X | X] X X X X
8 Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 3/16/2016 |12:17 p.m. X | X| x X X X
7 Gresham, Smith and Parthers 3/16/2016 _ |11:42 a.m. X I xX[ x X X X
8 Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 3/16/2016 [9:14 a.m. X | x| x X X X ]
g Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 3M6/2016  |1:43 p.m. X | x| X X X X
10 Long Engineering, Inc. 3M6/2016  |12:13 p.m. X | x| X X X X
11 Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 3/16/2016  |10:13 a.m. X | x| x X X X
12 Moffatt & Nichol 3/15/2016_ [10:09 a.m. X | X| X X X X
13 Mareland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 3M6/2016  |10:38 a.m. X I X] X X X X
14 Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 3M6/2016  |1:15 p.m. X [ X| X X X X
15 Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. 3/16/2016  |1:26 p.m. X | X]| X X X X
16 Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 3116/2016  [12:53 p.m, X | X]| X X X X
17 RS&H, Inc. Disqualified 3152016  |4:47 p.m. X [ x| X X X X _ |Disqualified - Area Class
18 STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates 3/15/2016  |10:04 a.m. X | X]| x X X X
19 TranSysiems Corporation 3M6/2016  |1:21 p.m. X | x| X X X X
20 T.Y. Lin International 3/16/2016  |12:58 p.m. X | X| x X X X
21 Volkert, Inc. 3/16/2016  [10:18 a.m, X | x| X X X X




S0Q AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
Sollcitation # RFQ 484-031616
Snlicitatinn Title: Bridae Rundla 1.20M16. Contract 7

Primes and Subconsultants zlElz]|ZE|E1=]= E{Z
gls|1z21Eg|18|s|E1s|s]lg8121s]3 =128 |8]|8]|=z1=]8]= " .
Sl )l el 2l )il lgle g gl lclulela]s e |Cocate Expies [Comments
1 |American Engineers, Inc. x| X A X)X | X | XX | X} X|X | X 5/30/2018)
Expires
Jacobs Englneering Group Inc. | X|xix|x | X | X | X | X)X | X|X| X X _._EB31f2018] 06/3116
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ X| X[ X|X|X]| X 53172017
[7. ¥. Lin Intamational X[ X X X 2/28/2018
IMe sqnared Ine i ! Xl ¥l ¥ 11/3an/a017

2 |GALX Engineers = Gonsuitanms Tha Muikey AR A Al A | X | RIRXR|R|R KRR A 32007
Vi Hangen Brustlin, Inc. X[ X[ X| X X| X X 41302018
L. |Ecological Solutians ey X X X 1 ll -k R 271 -]
Womack & Associates X 6/30/2017
Moffatt & Nichol X X XX XX X 113172019
FRANQET Cordi]ire Yl x|y 53112018

5_|ChiA Sonsuiling, nc. A K| R | R R | || A S 172047

| |Long Enginesring, Inc. XX XIX|X|X[X[X X /3172018 .
| [MC Squared, Inc. X|X| X 11/30/2017
N Hangen Brustlin, Inc. X|X|X[|X|X[X X —= 4/30/2018 =
X X l T/31/2017

173112010

=

Civi Bervices, | . v3 T O T L YIUZNT

| |Edwards-Pitman Environmental, (nc. X | X| X[ X| XiX|X[X 5/a1/2017
Grasham, Smith and Pariners X X X | X | X[ XX | X X 83172617 :
Cardno, inc. X1 X X| X | X | X X| X| X| X 2128/2018

| [United Consulting X e T X X|X[X 873172017
o5 Geg, Ine i Yl xlx 147An2017

| B |Glark Patterson Engineers, Survayor and i P.C. X X X X SroEGhT ]
| |Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. X| X[ X[ X | X| X]|X|X 513172017
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. LR x| X X 413072017
| __|LandAir Survaying Company of Geergia X[ X1 X 713112017
Long Engineeting, Inc. X [ x X[ x[ X[ X xX[X - x| mtzois| |
Expiras
Moffatt & Nichol X X X | X x| X X 2/28/2016| 022816
Aflanta Consulting Engineers, inc. X 3 6/30/2018 |
M United Consulting X o X | X[ X[ X 8/31/2017
Wilbum Enpinesring LLE | I I BTk

X Lia02017

Edwards-Pitman Envirenmental, Ine. X[ X| XXX X|X|X 5/31/2017
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc. X| X XX X 4/30/2017
| _ |Pond & Company XX | X[ X]| X 183142018
United Consulting X X X[ X[ X 83172017
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SOQ AREA CLASS CHECKLIST

Solicitation #: RFQ 4284-031616

Solicitation Tile: Bridge Bundla 1-2018, Contract 7

| T |Gresham, Smith and Partrers X R|RA| A | K| & X X 83172017
Amerean Engineers, inc. x| X XX XIX| X X X o _.9nerote
Civil Services, Inc. X | X X 9/30/2017
Ecological Solutions X X A . 2/28/2019

| |Ecwards-Pliman Environmental, Ing. X[ X X X[ X|X | 53112017
Linjted Coneuliing X X 2312017

& _|inirastrociere Conswking and Engineering, Fut | AR K] A 17372008 ]
Mulkey Eng| & Consuitants X X X|X| X XX | X| X | X X 3/31/2017 ]
CHA Ceonsulting, Inc. X[ X[ X|[x[X X 3/31/2017| _

NOVA Engineering & Environmantal, LLC X 430/2016) ]
Edwards-Pliman Environment X X X1l X| X[ X —= 5/31/2017]
Al nEuiiing SngireaEy o X srzona1rl

| 8 |Kimley-Horn and Assoclates, Inc. X X A XX I, X X 2018
Edwards-Pltman Environmental, inc. X[ X X|X[|X|X = 5/31/2017 ]
| |Rochester & Associates, Inc. X X X|X| X X _.2rz8poty) ]
Expires
R. Powell & Assaciates, Inc. X 473012016 Soon
So-Desp, Inc. 124312017
Expires
Temacan Cor Ine. XX XX . X X 6/30/2018| Soon
United Consulting X = X 8/31/2017
\Walyadtan B Acconinden |nn - | X A TR 1 X WIHIAT

41l |Long Eng| g, Inc. X | X AJX| X X| X X 143112018
Alkins North Amsrca, Ins. X1 X X X[ X[ X | X | X X | XXX X 830/2017) _
Michael Baker Jr., Ing. X| X X | X X[ X[ X} X| X1 X X 11/30/2017
CCR Environmental, Inc. X X — 7312017
CDM Smith Inc X| X X[ X X X[ X1 X[ X]| X X X 12/31/2017
Infrastrusture C ing and Enginaaring, PLLG X[ X x| X X 1/31/2019
Morsland Altabelll Associ Ing. X| X x| X X[ X| X X X| X| X X X 4/30/2018

s euian 110

A'3AHI0IT|

| 11 |Michael Baker Jr., Inc. x| X X | A AR| A | A| X | K| & | X =2 113082017
| |Edwards-Piman Environmental, Inc. X[ x x| x{Tx[|x 5312017 )
Leng Enginearing, Inc, X | X X| X[X|X|X X 1/31/2018
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehaad Associates X X X | X X| X X 5/30/2018
| {Infrastructure Consulting and Enginesring, PLLC X | X X X X 1/31/20189
| _|Walvarton & Ass Ing. o = 3 AlX = X| X x | _ X 33172017
United Gonsuiting X X afatzoz| |
T ¥ 32802017

12 |moftan & Nicn9l X x| X X | X X 1/31/2018
Autick Engineering LLC 1 X X 12/31/2017
SOM Smith Inc X | X X| X XX | X[ X[ x|X X X 12731/2017
| [Cranston Engineering Group, P.C. X[ X| |Xx XXX X 53172017
Ecologieal Solutions X X | 2/28/2019
| __jtong Engineering, Inc. XX XX | X[ X|X X 13172018
Holt Gansulting Company, LLG X | X 10/31/2016
Explres

NOVA Engineering & Environmental, LLC == X 4/30/2016 Soon

Wi-Skies, LLC X 4/30/2017
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S0Q AREA CLASS GHECKLIST
Solicitation # RFGQ 484-031616

Solleitation Title: Bridoe Rimdle 1.20M6. Contract 7

73 |Mereiang Aliobein Associates, ING. LIk is
CCR Environmental, Inc, X X 71312017 ]
Wi-Skles, LLC X _ 47302017 = |
Leng Engineering, Ine. X[ X RIAX|X|X| XX x 1/31/2018) .
New Sauth Assoclates, Inc. X X 5/31/2017 e
gineering, Inc. X X XX X X1 X X 12/31/2018|
Watatimias Englinearing. LLC | | | I | I i X X 2451001

hietl-Hohatier, Inc. | X1 XX | x |
il hitkee W Xk x | a x| [x] A RN

waere & bullim C2ns o e H K B N i R1A08

Ecwarils-Filman Efsicunr e | X XX XX X|X i | B30T

Faraons Biincnernoll, ing, ] S

| |Edwards-Pitman Envifonmental, Inc. XX | X[ X| X[X]|X]|X 5/31/2017
Long Engineering, Inc. Xi X X | X[ X | X[X[X X 1/31/2018
| [Me Squared, Inc. X|X| X 11/30/2017

X| X | X | X[ X[ XX X §/31/2018
6/30/2017

16 |Parsons Transp Group, Ing. WX X X X WI208

Accura Engineering & Consulting Services, Inc. = X | X[ X[ X[ X X| X 143172019 L]
| |Adanta Consulting Enginears, Inc. X =0 6/30/2018
Cardne, Inc. X| X X X[ X| X ] X X[ X[ X 2/28/2018
CCR Envir Inc. X X 1 [ 713172017 B
- Ranger Consutting, Inc. Y X| X | X 53112018
Expires
Temacen Consultants, Ine. X| X X | X X| X X| X[ X]| X 6/30/2016 Soon

SrAVERR

Wnnnases Hasgen Bo

17 |RS&H, Inc. isqualifiea | 3 LS2GIE Daguaiticd
|ARcADIS US., Inc. X X[ x[ x X[ x[Xx X| X[ X[ XX X| x| x[x 6/30/2017
Edwards-Pltman Environmental, Ine. i X[ X[ X[X[X]|X]|X|X 5/31/2017
Accura Engineering & Consulting Services, Inc. —= XX X[ X[ X|X|X 1/31/2018
MC Squared, Inc. X| X[ X 1173072017
Linitad Consulting b Xi¥ XX BAEAIT)

Expires
18 |STV Incorp dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates X X X | X XX X 6/30/2016| Soon
| _ |Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Ine. XX | X| X[ X[X]|X]|X 513172017
| |Michael BaksrJr. Inc. X[ X[ X[ X[IX[|X XX | X|X|x|[X X X 11/30/2017
| [UnHed Censuiting X | X[ XX 8/317/2017
Vaughn & Melton Consulting Enginaars, Inc. X | X X| XX | X|X[X X 8/31/2018
Waterhousa Engineering, LLC 1 X X 12/31/2018

i aLhE Y

Wi Suae 110 ¥

19 | Transysiems Corporaten x| X X | X| X | X| X X 812017

| |Edwards-Pitman Envil Inc. X|X|X|X| X/ X|X|X 5/31/2017

Sycamore Consulting, Inc. X 8/3172017
Womack & Asgoclates : | X | 6/30/2017 ]

Pont Enginaearing, Inc, x 121312018

GEL Geophysics, LLC == X| X[ X| X X 1/31/2018
| [United Cansulting X X X[ X | X B/31/2017 1
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S0Q AREA CLASS CHECKLIST
Solicitation #: RFQ 484-031616 .

Solicitation Titla: Bridge Bundle f-2018, Coadract 7

20 |T. Y. Lin tnternatlonal ] R 2 i | ] S ZreBigyia)
Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Ine. X|IX| X | X[ X[ X|X]|X 173112018
Expires
NOVA Engineering & Envir LLC X|X| X 4/30/2016| Soon
| [wolkert, Inc, X X X| X XX X[ XX X 10/31/2017
Wi-Skies, LLC 1 X 413072017
Lang Englraecing inc i 1 | K X Ky X i XX X X | X | 1312048
21 | volkert, Inc. : - X X| x| X XA|X| K| XR]| X X 103172017 o |
Pltman Environmental, Inc. X[ X[ X | X ( X|X|X|[X - 5312017
Lang g, Inc. X X XX X[ XXX X 1/31/2018
- ) Expires
Corporate Environmental Risk Management, LLG X X| X X| XX X[{X[X| X 53172016 Soon
Expires
Terracon Consultants, Inc. X[ X[ X[ X|X|X — XXX | X 613072016 Soon |
T. Y. Lin Intamational X| X X X |- 212872017
Willner Enginearns Ine | i i X | XX TIEQR0LT
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GDOT GUIDE FOR SELECTION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

RFQ 484-031616
Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7

| This ENTIRE GUIDE must be reviewed carefully by all Selection Committee Members BEFORE the evaluation of submittals.

Coordination and Communication

Karen Mims will coordinate the overall submittal evaluation process and serve as Facilitator of any Selection Committee
Meetings through the completion of the evaluation. All Committee members will be provided copies of submittals and
related information, and will be notified of any proposed (if applicable) meetings, conference calls, and deadlines.
IMPORTANT- All written communication (e-mails, memos, scoresheets, handwritten notes in SOQs, etc.) related to the
evaluation can be subject to public record. Therefore, all such communication should be limited to objective and verifiable
information.

Evaluation Process

The evaluation and scoring wili be handled In two phases. Phase | will be the evaluation of the written Staternents of
Qualifications received from all respondents. Phase Il will be the evaluation of the written responses from the Finalists.
The scoring for the Finalists will be carried forward from Phase | and added to the scores from Phase |i to determine the
highest ranked Finalists and hence with whom negotiations will be initiated. The criteria to be utilized in the evaluation and
scoring are as follows:

Phase |

® PM, Key Team Leader(s}), and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications — (30% or 300 Points)

. PM, Key Team Leader(s), and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity — (20% or 200 Points)
Phasge Il

o Technical Approach — (40% or 400 Points)

. Past Performance - (10% or 100 Points)

Phase |
Evaluation of Statements of Qualifications

Evaluation of Eligible Submittals

Submittals determined eligible must be read thoroughly with careful attention to the presence of required submittal content.
The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As Reviewers read the responses,
they will determine the rating for each criteria as follows:

e Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

* Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is
lacking in some essential aspects

» Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

» Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

» Excellent = Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

Directions for use of the Evaluation Preliminary Scoring Forms:

Scoring forms will be distributed to all Selection Committee members along with copies of submittals which were received
and validated. Evaluators will have the option of using the hard copy forms or an electronic version of the form. However,
to ensure that Open Records Request can be filled in compliance with the law, Evaluators who chocse to use the
electronic version of the form should only maintain one version of the form and must provide the electronic version of the
form to Procurement. Each evaluator will use their numbered scoring form for scoring all submittals. Evaluators must
ensure that the name of the Firm being evaluated is written in the appropriate box to identify the Firm to whom the ratings
and comments belong. Using the criteria categories in Evaluation of Eligible Submittals above, each submittal will be
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given a preliminary score for each of the criteria. The Reviewer should provide comments for each section which support
the rating. Reviewers should not seek to write down everything that the submittal contains. Rather, Reviewers should first
determine the rating and then answer why they feel the rating is warranted.

The review, preliminary scoring, and comments MUST be completed prior to the Selection Committee Meeting and
must be sent to the Procurement Facilitator by the deadline given in order to make efficient and effective usage of
all Selection Committee Members time.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS FOR EVALUATING AVAILABILITY

Through working with the consultant industry, they asked that when considering their availability, we consider more than
merely the number of projects they have listed. With this in mind we have allowed space in their SOQ for the respondents
to provide a narrative in their ability. This narrative will allow them to discuss how the organization of the team, including
the PM and Key Team Leaders can deliver the project on schedule given their workload capacity. It also recognizes that
some individuals may be able to meet the schedule while carrying heavier project workloads and allows them to discuss
the advantages of their team and the abilities of their team members which will enable the project to meet the proposed
schedule. If there is no schedule provided, they can discuss the advantages of the team and abilities of the team members
which will enable the project to move as expeditiously as possible. You MUST consider this narrative along with the
workload table when rating the SOQs. You MUST NOT merely look at the workload table solely for making the rating
decision.

Evaluation Meeting:

All completed Scoring Forms with the preliminary scores and comments for each criteria of each firm, must be
brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Tuesday, April 05, 2016. The completed forms must be
turned in at the conclusion of the meeting.

Prior to the meeting, the Facilitator will use the scores and subseguent ranks to determine where the majority of the
discussion shouid be focused. Generally, the majority of the discussion will center on the top submittals. The Selection
Committee will discuss and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary comments as to
why the Committee feels the rating is warranted.

The final rankings will be used to determine the three to five Finalists who will proceed and have their scores carried
forward to Phase Il of the evaluation.

It is important to note, that all evaluation scoring, notes, and comments will be subject to open records and there
is a very high likelihood they will be reviewed by a wide variety of individuals. For this reason, it is extremely
important to adhere to all guidelines and suggestions contained in this Guide for Selection Committee Members.
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Phase ll

Evaluation of Technical Approach and Past Performance

= Finalists will be required to submit a written response which must detail the Technical approach (including design
concepts and use of alternative methods).

= Past Performance - Procurement will be checking references and will provide the results of the reference checks to
the Selection Committee. The Selection Committee will also be allowed to bring any information for consideration
they have available regarding the Firm’s perfermance on any project/contract.

Submittals and Past Performance information must be read/considered thoroughly with careful attention to the presence
of required submittal content. The reader should keep the evaluation criteria in mind when assessing each submittal. As
Reviewers read the responses, they will make notes in the submittals and must be prepared to discuss their position in
the Selection Committee Meeting for Phase Il. The review and notes MUST be completed prior to the Selection
Committee Meeting.

Evaluation Meeting:

All notes must be brought to the Selection Committee Meeting planned for Thursday, May 12, 2016. The Selection
Committee will discuss and determine a final committee rating for each criteria and will provide summary comments as to
why the Commiittee feels the rating is warranted. The Committee will assign the following ratings:

» Poor = Does Not have minimum qualifications/availability

o Marginal = Meets Minimum qualifications/availability but one or more major considerations are not addressed or is
lacking in some essential aspects

= Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/availability and is generally capable of performing work

s Good = More than meets minimum qualifications/availability and exceeds in some aspects

» Excellent = Fully meets qualifications/availability and exceeds in several or all areas

FINAL SCORING AND SELECTION

The scores from Phase | and Phase 1l will be added together and a final overall ranking will be determined and provided
for Selection Committee approval.
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GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE PRELIMINARY SCORING AND RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Solicitation Title

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7

1

Michael Baker Jr, Inc

Solicitation # RFQ 484-031676 2 Parsons Bnrckerhof, inc
PHASE | - individual Committee Member Preliminary Scoring based on Published Criteria 3 Columbia Engineenng & Services, nc
] 4 Parsons Transportation Group, Inc
{(riis Page For G )
Clark Patterson Enginheers, Surveyor and Architects, P
(RANKING) 6 Neel-Schaffer. Inc
Sum of 7 Amencar. Engmmears, Inc
Individual | Group | 8 Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS Rankings | Ranking 9 TranSystems Corpcration
10 Gresham, Smith and Partners

American Engineers, Inc. 17 7 i CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey
CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey ~ 24 n |12 CHA Constiting, Inc
CHA Consulting, Inc. 24 12 - Long Engineering, Inc
CIvil Services, Inc. 42 18 b Volkert. Inc
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyer and Architects, P.C. 14 5 E Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc
Columbia Engineering & Services, Ing. 9 3 e STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates
Gresham, Smith and Partners 24 10 o T ¥ Lin International
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC 52 20 i Cwvil Services, Inc
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 21 8 v Moffatt & Nicho!
Leng Engineering, Inc. 29 13 20 Infrastructure Consultng and Engineenng., PLLC
Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 4 1 2 RS&H, It Disquaiifier
Moffatt & Nichol B 42 1
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 32 15
Neel-Schaffer, Inc. i 14 | 6
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. ; 8 2
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 9 4
RS&H, Inc. Disqualified 83 21
STV Incorperated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates 32 16
TranSystems Corporation 22 9
T.Y. Lin International 35 17
Volkert, Inc. 30 14




Evaluation Criterfa

Evaluator 1

@9‘,@

== = Phasa One |

Maxitium Pomts aowed i 300 | 200 | Evaluator 1 Individua)

SUBMITTING FIRMS ' ¥ v | Touwl Scors | Ranking
Amencan Engineers, Inc Adequate| Good 300
CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey Good Good 375
CHA Consutting, inc Excellent| Good 450
Civil Services, Inc Good Good 375
Ctark Patterson Engineers Surveyor and Architects, P C Good Good 375
Columbia Engineenng & Services, Inc Excellent | Good 450
Gresham, Smith and Partners Good Good 375
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineenng, PLLC Marginal | Good 225
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc Excellent | Good 450
Long Enginesting, Inc Excellent| Good 450
Michael Baker Jr . Inc Excellent| Good 450
Moffatt & Nichol Marginal | Good 225
Moreland Altobell: Associates, Inc Good Good 375
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Good Good 375
Parsons Brinckerhoff, [nc Goad Good 375
Parsans Transportation Group, nc Good Good 375
RS&H. Inc Disqualfied 0 o 0
STV Incorporated dba STV Raiph Whitehead Associates Adequate| Good 300
TranSystems Corporation ' Adequate| Good 300
T Y un Intermational Adequate| Good 300
Jolkert, Inc Adequate| Good 300

dpaximum Points afowed =] 300 200 500
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GDOT Solicitatien#: | RFQ 484-031616- Bridge Bundle, Contract 7, P.I. Phase of Evaluation: PHASE I - Preliminary
Nos. 0013714, 00133801, 0013802 & 0013828 _ ’ _ Ratings

Evaluator #: l

Ruituation Comattings ahimnil andsn Pelngs (ephzns oo eadimfation £50 vaungs balng te etk Secton Commants inGsl bg atittin 41 e Goxts frovided 40d SHe il st T rakingg diatangd

Poor = Doas Not hava qualifications/availability = 0% of the Available Polnis

Marginal = Mests Minimum qualificatiohs/availabliity but ane or more major consgiderations are not addressed or is lacking In 2ome essential as)
Adequate = Meets minimum qualification/avallability and is generally capable of performing work = 50% of Available Points

Good = More then meets minimum gualifications/availablitty and exceeds in some aspects =75% of Paints

{Excallent m Fully meets gualificationsfavailability and axeeeds in several or all areas = 106% of Avallable Peaints

= Score 25 % of Availabla Points

Froject Manager, Key Team Leacens} ana Frime's Expanence and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Rating Adeq uate

Kenneth Ott, Bridge lead, 32 yrs, MSCE. Has done bridges in Georgia, but limited expierience with bridge replacement projects.

|Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Rescurcas and Workload Capacity - 20% Aasigned Rating ~ Good

Reported avallability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

1¥ojast Managen, Mey {oam Loadeins) and Cans & Capsnisncs and Gualificalions - 307 e

Bridge lead Robble Frizzell, 29 yrs, a lot of experience with similar bridges

Praject Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Pnme's Resources and Worklpad Capacity - 20% IAssisnad Raiing % Good

Reported availabilily indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

@ and Quaificaions - 309 ‘ Excellent

Jim Aitken, PM, 22 yrs. Bridge lead Kevin Kahle, has strong experience In similar bridges and GDOT procedures.

'Fru;ecl Managor, Key Team Leacar(s) and Prima's Resoyrces and Workiond Capachy - 20% jAssiumd Rating ~ Good

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.




Bridge lead Chris Morse, 38 yrs. Does not have many similar types of bridges in experience.

Project Manager, Key Team Leadar{s) and Pritne's Rescurces and Workioad Capacity - 20% iAl-lgned Rating

v

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Project Marizger, Key Team Leaderis) and Prima's Expetiancs and Gudilcations » 30%

Bridge lead Robbie Frizzell, 29 yrs, a lot of experience with similar bridges

Good

Projact Nanager. Key Taam Leader(s) ard Prima's Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% IAsslsned Rating

Reported avallability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Projert Manager. key Team Leader[s) 4ana Prime's Experencs and Qualticatons - 30%: Aseigned ialig

Good

Excellent

Bridge lead Masood Shabazaz, Heath and Lineback, 30 yrs experience. Has overseen design of 100 bridges in Georgia.

Project Manager, Key Team Leadsr(s) and Prime's Resources and Worldoad Capasity - 20% ]nssianad Rating

v

Projact Marragr, ‘Kay Taam Leadsns) and Prime's Eaperance and Qualifications - 30%

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Bridge lead Tom Tran, 23 yrs, has a lot of experience with simifar bridges using GDOT processes

Good

Promet Marager, Eﬁv Taam Lasdor{s} and Prime's Resources and Worklead Capacity - 20% 1Asilgned Rating

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Good




Pm]aet Manager, Key Team Leader|s} and Prime's Experienca and Guallfications - 36%

[T > 1 Marginal

Bridge lead Sam Wade, 10 yrs, fess than average experience, not mich experience with GDOT processes

Project Manager, Kay Tean Leadar(s} and Prime's Resourses dnd Workdoad Capacity - 20% Tﬂsalensd Rating ) I

Good

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Frajecl Manager. Key Team Laader{s} and Prime’s Experience and CQualifications - 0% #sslgned Rating Excellent

Bridge lead David Stricklin, 19 yrs, good experience with GDOT processes and similar bridges

Projact Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Pruns's Resources and Warkload Capacity - 20% ]Asalnnod Rating — ! Good

Reported avallability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Project Manager, ney feam La=der{s} and Frime's Eapenence and Zuailfitalions -30% Assigned Rating
re Excellent

PM Sammy Powell, bridge lead Bill ingalsbe, 34 yrs of experience in GDOT processes and bridges

Project Mananer, Kay Team | sadars) and Pnme's Reseurres and Workload Capacity - 20% ‘Aaslgned Rating — Good

Reported avallability indicates resources are available fo accomplish the work.

Froml Marager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Exp and Quaifi

1Azs||:nud Rating

7| Excellent

PM Al Bowman, bridge Iead George Manning, 15 yrs, has done similar bridges using GDOT processes, firm experience extensive and
matches well with this type of work

v

Project Manager, Key Team Leadar{s) 2nd Prime's Redources and Worldead Capacrty - 20% IAHignad Rating

Good

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.




P:u Mager, ney Team as] and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 30% Apzigned Rating

Bridge fead Paul Jacobs, 10 yrs, below average experience, linited exposure fo GDOT processes

Marginal

Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Worldoad Capasity - 20% Assigned Rating

Reported availabillty indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

|Project Manager, Key Tsarn Leader(s} and Prime's Expensnce ana Quaiiricanons - 30% ]Asslgned Rating

Bridge lead Joe McGrew, 35 yrs, has a lot of experience with similar projects using GDOT processes

Good

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Project Manager, Kay Team Leadef{s) and Prima’s Expenence and Wualmications - 30%

Bridge lead David Haxton, 38 yrs, has a lot of experience with similar projects using GDOT processes

Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resouress and Workload Capacity - 20% ]ﬂiilunﬂd Rating —} Good
Reported availabllity indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Project Manager. Rey Taam Leader(s) and Pene s Experlence and Qualifications - 30% fRecianea g > Good
Bridge fead Barry Brown, 30 yrs, has a lot of experience with similar projects using GDOT processes

Projert Manager, Key Team Leadar(s) and Pame's Resources and Worldoad Capacity - 20% ]“’"9""" Betag > Good

—

[Froject Managar, Key Tasm Le=deris) and Prims's Resaurces and Worldoad Gapactty - 20% 1Aﬂlaned Rating

Raported availabllity indicates resources are available fo accomplish the work.

Good




rey Team Lﬂes)x:nd Prime's Experienca and Qualoaﬁom - 30%

e ragd il
Projec. Managsar,

Good
Bridge lead Jared Ogoner, 27 yrs, has a iot of experience with similar projects using GDOT processes
Projact Manager, Key Team Leaden(s) and Prime's Resources and Workdead Capacity - 20% ]Ansleud Rating 4> g Good

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

agar. fhay Team Leader{s} and Frime's Experience ana Guaificasion= - 30% Iﬂasisn-d Rating

Comments

Project Manager, Key Te=m Leader(s} and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% |A=slsn=d Rating

Commenits

Project Manager, Rey Team Leadarls) and Prime’s Expansnce and Qualifications - 30% Axayned Rating

Bridge lead Josh Stamm, 11 yrs, below average experience, has some experience with GDOT processes

Adequate

L’mjwt fanager, Koy Team Leadsr(s) and Prime's Resourcet and Worklead Capacity - 20% |Assinned Rating

Reported availabilify indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Good

Project Manager, Key Team Leaqsns) and Frine's Experignce aad Qualifications - 0% Assighed Hating Adequate
Bridge lead John Rosslow, 13 yrs, exp, has similar project experience, but below average years of experience
Prajact Manage:, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Résourres and Warkioad Capaarty - 20% Assighed Rating > Good

Reported avallability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Froject isanags, ey Team Leader(s) and Prime's Expenence and Guairicaucns - X% Asslgned Rating

Bridge lead Rober Massaro, 26 yrs, does not have a lot of experience on similar projects

Adequate

Projct lanager, ey Tearm Leater]s) and Pnme's Resourcss ard Workioad Gapaaity - 209 IAnlgneu Rating

L\k

Reported availability indicates resources are available to accomplish the work.

Good




i Wi — -~
Projstt Manager, Key Team Leaden(s) ano Foms’s Expenance and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Rating

knowledge of GDOT processes

Adequate

PM Ben Rabun, bridge lead Abbas Eshagieh-Meybodi, 10 yrs, baow average years of experience, experience dees notf demonstrate

iFﬂ:fject M 7 Kay Tonm Leadens) and Prime's Resourced and Workload Capacity - 20% lAsslened Rating

> | Good

Reported avallability indicates resources are available fo accomplish the work.
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Evaluation Griteria ‘?5:9 &Qx
&
ClVAS
¢ JSF
A
& S
£ S

& /& |

: Phaze One /

L _ Maximum Ppints effowed =] 300 200 _ ) Evaiuator 2 Individual

SUBMITTING FIRMS ¥ ¥ | Toki Ssars | Ranking.
American Engineers_ Inc Good | Adequate 325 2
CALX Engineess + Consultants fka Mulkey Adequate | Adequate 250 12
CHA Consutting, Inc Marginal | Adequate 175 17
Civil Servicas, Ins Marginal Poor 75 20
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P C Goed | Adequate 325 2
Columbia Engineering & Services, Ine Good | Adequate 325 2
Gresham, Smith and Partners Good | Adequate 325 2
Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PLLC Marginal | Adequate 175 17
Kimiey-Homn and Assotiates, inc Good Poor 225 15
Long Engireering, Inc Adequate | Adequate 250 12
Michae! Baker Jr, Inc Good | Adequate 325 2
Moffatt & Nichol Marginal | Adequate 175 e
Mareland Altobell Associates, inc Adequate| Good 300 10
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Good Adequate 325 2
Parscns Brinckerhoft, inc Good Good 375 1
Parsons Transportation Group, inc Good | Adequate 325 2
RS&H, Inc Disqualified 0 0 0 21
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Associates Adequate | Adequate 250 e
TranSysterns Coiporation Good | Adequate 325 2
T Y L International Good Poor 225 15
Volkert, Inc Adequate| Good 300 10

Maximum Points affowed =| 300 200 5001 %

Evaluator 2
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GDOT Sollchtation # | RFQ 484-031616- Bridge Bundie, Contract 7, P.l. Phase of Evaluation: PHASE I - Preliminary
Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013302 & 0013828 ) Ratings

Evaluator #: ? ) i

Eoraligation Lormmiteds sfood At Radwiin (atings and excianates Far fabiags belay! fo sage Seatini Comments muy? 1@ cobain (v Reses srovdad 30 saowd fiegtihy ton TaNNM D AR

Foor = Doas Not have " qualify availability = 0% of the Avallable Folnts

[Marginal = Mests Mini| qualificationskrvailability but one or more major ns are not addressed or ig lacking in some ntial ¢is = Seore 25 % of Avallable Points

Aderuate = Meats minimum qualtfication/availabiiity and is generally capable of performing work = 50% of Available Points

Good = More then me¢ts minimum qualificationsfavailability and exceeds in some aspacts =75% of Avail Paoints

{Excellent = Fully meets guallficationsiavailahility and axceads wn several nr all areas o _100% of Awailabla Doinfe

Project Manager, Kkey Team Leader{s) and Prime's Exporience and Qualifications - 30% IAnlnn-d Reting — I Good

DM - Goo© EXP AUT onvd 1 4potr &rd iy O ‘ Loocliny —~ { GooT w/Q_BQ_
Bri. = GooP — MuL ¢ sy Coufllm{ Can = &QK- N

Comments \/6, MarL Qoo By AEV
Hao CE 'S
Prasm & — Gueolw 2 Coed BlLx verl Hpo
Project Manager. Key Team L.aa@arts) and Prime's Resourten and Workiead Gapagity - 20% Ihssisned Rating > E Ade quate

PM = | tene

Comments

\PM"—'”"/ {),,b._a,;cs Br = \c.o»-:c., I P*"-ELMA-, L—-“'NVS

o ene. Cunwd  ppol, SpectFu § rooveway Pﬂpwv? Neo G‘/‘A
7w - €=

Prapest Mandged ey Team ieaders) and Frimo's Expenence and [uaimcanons - 307 ASBIgNER FAILY
PM - 3 ore mw}&uobaw/ [ Aeremc Goor 3"’/”10 {?_Aﬁ.a, - Geob = 3 éou7

Comments
DaLw = 4«000, 2L Govr 5""’/“‘&0 Bur ne c€ mentyon

Projoct Manager, Xey Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capaefty - 20% l-‘-ww“c B > I Ade quate

P -\ OF‘UM—[(,Ealm) W - lFur-sM‘_., Be - 3 Fil~ay, | com e

Comments

l— =Yy~ ©v =t0

Marginal

foruy = @oog

Qe GosT l4z0, rz.n_‘ Nege = WLL

- Qoo —C&B )
Drame © Gop X GooT T-Y eer. 'f—O?'-!fE“—E" =

Project Naager, Rey Team Laade:s) and Fime's Grperenor ¢nd Quaiiieauons - 30% ‘-*Mlu"ﬂﬂ st rg [J

P SBZDIo~ PLETT ABAT = B er | ase manss, [ meocets]
COoT L, By 5 UFMT (oo -

Comments

!I_Bmguct Manager, Key Team 5.eader(s] snd Prime’s R&saumeg and Workload Capaotty - 20% _lmlgned Rating ; I Adequate
-7
ety ns B, ey § NP A
Comments

Z-2:-2— U= lo




Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Exparience and Qualifications - 30% Asslgned Rating =,

> |

Marginal
P — 20 QooT BXe, BuT SemE A G Bl - EI}, tNo G oo B oPer M&E)/ 1| e

Comments

- 0L, LBt ovew H© , Nepa = Thoras = ONLg 27 surl s 2

Project Marager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Warldoad Capacity - 20% Jmlgnad Rating ) l Poor
PM' G(?C‘af %oeg} 5 = QC?G'D‘*) Q—ol/“n" 3 erasz 5
/
Comments

Project Manager, Rey Team Leadwr|s) and Frime's Expenernce and Gualfications - 3G iAsaigneﬂ Rating

! ? | Good
P EXCEURENT L B 5 4007 g Hzo + ADO. Comp LERATY \i!l - VGIEJC - A l 3
citfians G009, 2 GosT BA H0 \MLP“' ros—es) . Goop - 2 ces ovvcr\g‘l";v— aees

20

QLM E — e Draouiby
Project Managar, ey Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% Ihsslsned Rating > |

Adequate
oLl CANAAT TR GEnWBrl . 9 powyy Peuow? lo 8« PE'OPW?

Comments pM-S, M}...a,._g’ B(._?, Nﬂapt._-— S_
S 2-3-5 - s

\Project Manager, Key Team Leadsr(s) and Prime's Expanence and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Rating

> Good

PM - | GVoT WL 5K, AL GOst v ROWY 82 2 mer -G oNT By /H-?/g
LDaveg 7/

Comments = N° Goev L‘le’m,ﬁur‘ GO gCP. v AT, 'Cﬂf'. o '.&JMQNM
B ~ Eliswerr W, 0 F MULT SR« NF’S, D porem & ot ‘9"/("‘% 5?-;::‘{153’
NEPA "Moot - esn &= "o D (o P, Bur s~y D :

Projact Manager, Kay Team Leader({s) and Prime's Respurces and Workload Capacity - 20% IAssigned Rating ) [ Adequate

P- Y (l -frt)\ Ldrvy 3(=1-1) INcp-\ s (0*'*")] B 30 - -1

Comments

L(’?’g"7c <

Assigned Rating

Projecl Manager, Rey Team Leadsi|a) dnd Fams s Expenence and Guamncations - 357 > | G 00 d
. 1

Pme= GRUEUENT ’],{/5‘ L Goor B Hz 0 + (loamplEXeTy, l - =X
: % 7

Comments 2. 69T &ms W6 + [wner aN'“’"—(B‘—" EXCEWensT, 3 oot W0 \

NEPA - osniq ) (00T Bur Gov [@REL. X P

Projact Manager, Key Team Laader(s) and Prima’s Resources and Worldoad Capaity - 20% 1A=slsned Rating > |

Adequate

t fore A Mcrows " paz Y(o-2-2Y  phey = 3(0-7-0)
Commenis \%h. ':--'2(0-&-" Q), Ué:‘pA_ ":"f('f""/)

U-3.20- 8 =17




Project Manager. Key Team Leadarts) and Frime's Experience and Qualifications - 30%) Assigned Ratlng > Mar gina 1

PM _’Dumﬁw\&‘ﬁ‘[“m" Dwe T& WD GOQT—.PF\-' (T Y \“‘“"'l " Q‘ 1-'16001- ]
Comments Bf - le\‘ﬂ - 3 &y ngO Mo G oot M ENTLa M ’9"“‘7/5

Vepe (stulz) — Goot but ne CEs 2 Adeg

(s 0
Ok

Project Managet, "+; Team Leader(s} and Prame's Resaurces and Workioad Capacity - 20% iAsaiuﬂﬂ! Rating > | Adequate
S ]

b tecowat enLs?  Dpm= 3(6- (-2) Qs iy = Y(o-1-2) Brz=s!
Comments MNEPA = S—(O"?' 9)

3-4y-o- < = (2

Project Managsi. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Expenence and Quamica!uns - 30% \Malunaﬂ Rating _’! | -G o O-d

PM - E’iLUM"-‘r’ 3 695'1’ Bﬂ.- OVt "Ln) PAaly C{Dbr m over "\'2 o
Pecety = ~ T M - .
Comments &o&o, L weas P - G @0 20 + e \ Bf A‘D‘-ﬂ-ﬂl“@f hoo l"czo l:vl-ﬂ.
NC—-PG\-C wiltser?)- G oo o %, e -

Praject Manager, Key Team Laader{s} and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Gapacity - 20% |A==I§nsd Rating = ' Poor

TH e WS, BT ot o vt 1B GenenAL ) G Rosmw i €252

NePA=z B(2-1-2) b-4Y- §- 5 a3

Project i , ey Team 1 {s) and Prime’s Expanence and Qualfications -30% Assigned Rating = Ade quate

PM- (,oop}nd_“l, Q_Qpaq-"r.o.g.’ Ve PAEZS MErT e OF ﬂ-bcl ﬂ-ﬂ.?_

colduy - oe(Astaq) By - A-'J-q Jeoeo, MermTwnes Goot Hap fua,_
e (vysosd ~ Adsa - o0 SPuFee CE Jen B s - amfion

Projgct Managet, Key Team Laader{s) and Prime’s Resourses and Workioad Capacity - 20% IAsslgnnd Rating > | Ade qu ate

7 forpw &y EW‘-? M- 3(o- N R L S'CO'L{f'l)

Comments FZG‘JAMQ'-‘ 3 (orl-J) AL — H(b-o—qB_
3-5- - 4 = (&

Project Musiages, Key Team Leadar{s) and Prime ¢ Expensnoe and Dualtfications - 5 Assigned Rafing > Good

oM - l‘ow.{é]\' 3 4o BN Ho0 & MOW LIV WL | lH""ﬁ — 6""9’ Q-Qpe‘r"

comme,,f%' T Bk Gooo - A GooT Bag 4z 6 YA aver~ agp Brs cvee i otq

Nepe = (8857 ) - grecumnst ~ 3 bikwer  parztT

{Projeat Manager, Ky Tear Learer(s) and Prime's Resrurces and Workioag Capatiy - 307 |Mslaned Ratiag = [ Adequate
R e R T
/
Conmunents E-N\/‘ I,f (2-0‘2->

e’

Comments &C— SEcTi— & ( ALAT. PDU' - & C?—t-ﬂ-.)/ ﬂdﬁu\a,-é L((’ -2 l; 'gﬂ.-a ?(L{"f’J)
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®}as udArim il G, = en. J C = -
|Project Manager. ey Tsam Leaders] and Fnime's Experience and Qualifigations - 30% Asslgned Rating

7 Marginal

| PM - ouf por - R Erg (reon em) grue Gooo PM EXP —MULT  pp [y, o
c‘m%;gs‘a - EIP,M—M' - LisTve 2 PM, orwvw 1 NG, Cgﬂ_ &)
Pt - Mo LoeT — oMLy MenmTwny | Przo , Nefe (sw-cTd = cat.{ﬁ-&.u[ .

/ln-n.

Project Manager, Key Team Leadsr(s) anti Pnme's Rescurcas and Workload Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating

> | Adequate

M,...D > Sup VALE 7
Pm = 3.(2-5‘0)’ ruabﬂ = 3(_!—9-')) B‘_ = -zct"’l""b)

Comments L
gV =6(§5-0-0
2B 2- 6 =

Project Maiiage:, J‘lq- Team Leadnital and Frime's Expesence and Qualificalichs - 304

: Adequate
M - Q'Olﬁ'ﬁ{{'ooo-' | raeT PM BT P o™ B p vtk Q.R-’ B ove~— ]umrkr{,

2 e g K20 “,1 y = ko
Comments ,5“ !l (et D'B‘-J B - 4geep - 2 BAy lu
Ue,?aL 2 MamGk = beod- g, 2Bhs, Brg oron 2+ 2D
Project Manager, Key Team Lsader(s) and Prima's Resources and Workload Capaclty - 20% ]Aaslened Rating j Good
A 0S5 sscom, om = 3(6--2D ﬂ-dk-ua—' ( (o- 1wo) ,3(52(0-—1-—1)
Comments NEPA = Q_Cl—- o-—u

Bl = ?

|Project Manager, Rey Team Leauer|s) and Frime's Eaperlence and duaifications - 30% arigned Rating

PM - APt[govo — S2 B Het + A, AnoTHo R, frseriter. HeO (6A) +2 mT
Edaad.” EW[AS - ADR KE BT med MEmTWS e gre, WD L2 7

Nepa = [Thores) = Goso 2 Upo. T Re DL

{Project Manager, Key Taam Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Werkioad Capachty - 20% IAsslsned Rating —N ‘ Adequate
o -~ i~ E 7 -~
PRLEAD = Sus  SampF = 1= PewdEl pa. (0 -1-0) Py = (Co-
Comments

prL = 0, RNePA = S"/o'l——s)
-1~ 'b-s.:- 1<

Project Manager, Key Taam Leadser{s) and Pnime’s EX|

PV = fom . Mirch MO Lom QUBR. PReTS, GPer oL+ 2 Lo, 6;&’/&,;0.
%m%— Goop. 2 L2V BAY /H"?/D, ! goe7 8a R

v - [~ s - . T &
B Goow 3 SovT l W0 P Nego- éboo 3 Gos s Fort

Good

Projact Wanagm_ Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workload Capacrty - 20% ]Asslaned Rating 4; |

Comments

l"?";-3= <

Br— Gowol BXC - 400 BR Uep LRFO, NW ot pon (0] pie) ,# AT G Yal (s

PM‘:[(D-'[-O),_ D’L“"‘a - 2({'0"/){3,(_:. 2((—1—0)/.‘\_)&(»; 3(0_3°)



Project Manager, ey [sam Lead ana rl's xpsnn and H‘hho- 0% _— '_' —— ~ Good
M - ‘-009,@‘1(, & Goer BA- O, 3 o BAY - cesTENC

Bz, - C’WD)W"?’ LGve7 B - pn, ( goor B to, | s4oc7 en [lizo
Br-dreolEnc: A mour ne, 7 door woaret | Nepe (L) ~ A gn (e

'4""3"‘1 = (3

Prnc}mr Mlnlnlr,

Project Managar, Kay Taam Lnagur(s| and Prime's Resouroes and Workload Caphiiy - 20

'Frolan: Manager, Rey Team ldﬁl’“] ailil Hma’wﬂnm m&mﬂ]eaﬂons 30% Jnsslum ranng Adequate
RV = A-OEQ RUNUF P BuT jeub et HALHL G I OF e"'-b' 0 R

Comments M.mo a{—[dven swe‘hj\ B = SaME, pvoa g ﬂ-ﬂ./t-tz,b o 8¢ STesé wrt
Nepa t Tlhvris) = o0

Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% ‘Asslsnad Rating > ] Adequate
{l ﬂd;dao Pc..?lﬂ-’? PM 30"’, f) M“‘?« 2(0 o B t:l) ﬂa,ca_(a Or'f)
Comments A’ 5C

pep D-H-l) 3-2-2- 5 - 1o

|Project Manager. Key Taam Leader(s} and Prime’s Expenence and Guaiifications - 367 Asslgned Rating > Good

PM - Loop: LeTs 6F boor B exe Y -lpo lu‘”ﬂ -Coep: 3 Qoor l%\?—S'l b +2M

Camments% -G oop: Plln oven I'Lpb + R4, 9-&901"/ ! o, ‘ Nepe - (WW_) A
Hzeo | nn = atcreran ]
[Broject Manager, Key Taam Lesder{s) and Pnme's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% _[““'“""’ Rating > Adequate

LooD Ont CURLT — STeMx proT LPsZiFC, PULS ' Lienink © ArEAD (aenn)
Comments pM,, ”(D- 9‘3"), Qd,u_._a = { (o-—p -—D)’ Bre = 3(0,0. -3) NC.P“& LS-[Q"V.-:J
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Prajet Manager, Ray Toam Leadei{s] arid Prime’s Experance and Qualifications - 394 As3Ignea raung Good
cmengom Jee ™ Goeo @A ov Hgo (607 no nn l Bdusny 4°°°/SH‘E Brs } oz ¢

PM- GooD = GDoT BAY Y0 4+, Pega = L'mou»-s')- Goon o 2N
Brofsst Manager, ey Team Leadaris) and Prime's Resourchs and Workoad Capaciy - 20% [Anlsned Rating I Poor

Comments

Prajsct Managan Key Team Lﬁada.r(s') and Prime's Resources and w::rktoid Capacity - 20% |Assluned Rating >J Adequate
lo eLey g,\.s? PA o '-(Co-t-s) Retrrey = a2l j-o-1) Pr:3(c )
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Project Manager; Key Team Leader{s} and Prime's Expenience and Quallfications - 30% i A d e qu ate
P - AOAR - Mentioradl GoeT 82 Ugo, poroThn (o + et 2 MacsT,
Comments P-o!-wu:)"'(ﬂ"" v o Goov BRI gyt 2x W P R w2 /
BIL — CoeD: b Gow o, 1 Goer L, Mepa, — Gv-/b:e‘. Be o }H"&D

Projact Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prims’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 0% Assligned Rating 5 | Good
7

pM-;L{,..;..,)’ Rdarvy >3 (o-2-2) ,bp - 1 (e -1~0) Nepa—~5 (o -
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Evaluation Criteria = f
-e°°g g‘\
' &
&
& /&
K4 3
& #
YL
& /S .
| Phage One
. Maximum Points aliowed = 300 200 | Bvaluater 3 Individual
SUBMITTING EIRMS ¥ hd Tatai Socre | Ranking
Amencan Engineers, Inc Exceflent | Excellent 500 1
CaLX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey Good Excellent 425 5
CHA Consulting, inc Good Excellent 425 5
Cwvil Services, Inc Good Good 375 16
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects. P C Good Excellent 425 3]
Columbia Engineenng & Services, Inc Good Excellent 425 8
Gresham, Smith and Pariners Good Good 375 16
Infrastructure Consulting and Enginegnng, PLLC Good Good 375 15
Kimley-Horn and Assoc:ates, Inc Excellent| Good 450 5
Long Engineenng, Inc Good Good 375 18
Michael Baker Jr , Inc Excellent [ Excellent 500 1
Moffatt & Nichol Good Excellent 425 B
Moreland Altobelli Associates Inc ' Good Good 375 18
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Good Excellent 425 6
Parsons Bninckerhoff, In¢ Excellent | Excellent 500 1
Parsons Transportation Groug, inc Excellent | Excellent 500 1
RS&H, Inc Disqualified 0 Q ] 21
STV Incorporated dba STV Ralph Whitehead Assoc:ates Good Excellent 425 3]
TranSystems Corporation ' Good | Excellent| 425 &
T Y Lin Internabonal Good Excellent 425 8
Volkert, inc Good Excellent 425 ]

Maximum Points alfowed =| 300 200 | 5001%

Evaluator 3
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GROT Solicitation #: | RFQ 484-031616- Bridge Bundle, Contract 7, P.1. Phase of Evaluation: PHASE | - Preliminary
Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802 & 0013828 — : : Ratings _

[Evaluator #: 3

® asiuglion Corummeas snauid asai® Ralrurs lopnons s saianaton far ratingt bats,

5 wath Bashin Comgeaenis s b2 nion o boaes grovudd aned sheal] sty the rating asonnad

Poor = Does Kot have mini 1 qualifi iIity = 0% of the Available Polnts
inal = Maats uakifi availahility but one or more major cor i are not d or is lacking in some essential aspects = Score 25 % of Available Points
Aderjugta = Meets minimum gualification/availability and 15 generally capahle of p g work = 50% of Availakle Points
Goodd = More then meets minimum qualifications/avallability and ds (n some =78% of Awdilable Points
Excallant = Fulh. masta nualiflratinneauailability and axeaads in eovara] arall a_reﬁ= 100% DfAVIiIIbMUII'IE
Preject Manager Koy Team Laaderjs) and Prime's Eagenance and Qualificatfons - 30% Assigned Rating r 4 Excellent
Comments Significant experience with some exceptional team members. Relavent Bridge Project Exp.
T ¥ 7 k] - Assi|
Project Manager. Key Team Laadst{g) and Prime's Resouroes and Workload Capacsty - 20% signed Rattng > Excellent

Commenits Low current work load for team members.

Froject Manager, Rey Team LBaders) ang Prime's ExXperience ang Gualfications - 30% IAsslgnu: Ragng !

r Good

Commenis Experienced team members

Broject Manager, Kay Team Leader(s} and Prime's Resolreas and Workload Canaoity - 20% Assigned Rating —_
; _ rd Excellent

Comments Low current work load for team members.

Froject fanager, Rey Team Leaosns) and Frime’s EXPenence and GUalmcations - 35% AgSIgNed Hatng

Comments Experienced team members. Did not list many minor bridge replacements.

5 g — - - -
Project Manager, Key Team Leaden{s) and Prime's Rescurces and Workload Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating ) I Excellent

Comments Low current work load for team members.




Projuct Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 20%

Comments experienced team members. Limited georgia experfence listed.

Project Managar, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Rasources and Workicad Capacity - 20% IABIgnad Rating

Comments Moderate work load

Project manager, ey Team Leador(s} and Prime’s Experience and Qualifications - 30% Assiyiizd Rating

Comments experienced team members

Good

Project Marager, ey Team Leader{s) and Pnme's Resources and Workinad Capacity - 20% ]Asslgned Rating

—

Comments Low current work load for team members.

Project Managsr, Key Team Leaden(s) and Frinig's Expeiienis and Qualiications « 3u% Assigned Rating

Comments experienced feam membeors

Exceflent

Project Manager, Key Teamn Leader(s) and Prima's Resources and Warkioad Capacity - 20% ]Assigned Rating

Comments Low current work load for team members.

Project Manager, Rey Team Leaders) And Prime’s EXpenence ana Wualmications - 30% mesigried Hatiag

Comments experienced team members. Did not list any south georgia bridge replacement experience.

Excellent

Project Manaper, Key Team Laader(s) and Prime's Resources and Worlkdoad Capaerty - 20% 1A==i9ned Rating

Comments Moderate work load. Several profects in preliminary design.

Good




-Pject Manager. Key Team Leader{s) and Pnma's Expanence and Quallfications -

IAsaigned Rating

Comments Experienced team members. Limited GDOT experience listed.

Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resourtes and Workload Capacity - 20% Assigned Ratlng

> | Good

Comments Moderate work load

Froject Manager, ney Team Leadsr(s) and Frime s EXperence and Quaifications - 30% Assigned Rating

Commeints Experienced Team Members. Minor bridge replacements in south georgia

Excellent

IBroject Manager, Key Team L eader(s) and Prime's Resources and Workioad Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating

— Good

Comments Moderate work lfoad for team members

Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Experience and Qualiftcations -30%

Comments Experienced team members. Dyson Years experience?

rﬁmjact ﬁnnagar. Key Team Leader{s) and Prime‘s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% |Assiun=d Rating

> Good

Comments Moderate Team member work load.

Frojep: Manage:, Rey Team Leaders) and Frme's Cxpenence ana UuaimMcauons - 30% AsEigned Ratiig

Comments Experlienced team members. Years and minor bridges

Excellent

Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prine’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% IAnisned Rating

Excellent

h 4

Comments Low current work load for feam members.




[Project Manager, Key Team L eader(s) and Prime's Experiance and Gualifisations - 90% —[Assigned Ating

Comments Experienced team members. Some only listed out of state experience.

Project Manager, Key Team Leader(s) and Prime's Resources apd Workload Capaeity - 20% Asslgned Rating

7 Excellent

Comments Low current work load for team members.

Froject quug-er. Rey Team Leader{s] and Frine's Expenence and Gualifications - 303 Assigned Raing > Good
Comments Experienced feam members
Project Maniager, Key Team Leader(s} and Pnime's Resaurcas and Workiead Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating ) Good
Comments Low cilrrent work joad for team members, Projects missing?
Prafact Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Experience and Qualifications - 30% AsEIgned Rating - Cood
Comments Experienced team members
Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime’s Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating ) I Excellent

Comments low current work joad for team members.

Froject Manager, ey Team _eader{s) and Piime’s Expenence and Qualfications - 30% Assigned Rating > Excellent
Comments Experienced Team members. Minor bridge replacemenis experience
Project Manager, rey Team Leaders) and Prme's ReBOMICES &Nt Workioad CApachy - 20% Assigned Rating S Excellent

Comments Low Current work load for team members




Project Manager, Key Team Leader{s} and Prima's Experiance and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Rating ! l EX c e" ent

Comments Experienced team members. Especially with minor bridge replacements.

Prolect Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's Resources and Workdoad Capacity - 20% |Assinnad Ratlag 3, Excellent

Comments Low current team work load.

Projec Manager, Key Team Leader{s) and Prime's EXpenenca and Qualifications - 30% |A!=tgnad Rating ) || | . -

Commenis
Project ﬁanaqer_. Key Team Leader(s] and Piuma'’s Rasources and Workioad Capaciy - 20% IAssiuned Rating >—|
Comments

Project Manager, rey Team Leauen|s) and Pnme’s Expenence and Qualificanons ~ 30%

Comments Experienced feam members.

Projest Manager, Key Team Leadar{s) and Pnime's Resources and Workload Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating > Excellent

Comments Low feam member work load

Project Manager. Key Team Leader{s} and Prime's Expenence and Qualifications - 30% Assigned Rating

r g Good
Commenis Experienced team members
Projact Manager, Key Team Leader{s] and Prime’s Resources and Warkioad Capacity - 20% Assigned Rating ) Excellent
Comments Low work Joad. Missing Projects?
Froject Manager, Key 1e=un Leadeits; and Frime's Sapenense ans Quailications - 50% Assigned Rating 3 Good
Comments Experienced Team
Project Manage:, Key Term Leadar(s) and Prime's Rasourcas and Workioad Capaoity - 20% I-‘\“isned Rating > E Excellent

Comments Low work load.




Comments Experienced team members

Ry & M ok e A
Project Manager, Kay Team Leadar(s) and Prime's Experlente and Qualifications - 30%

Projact Manager, Key Team Leaderfs) and Prime's Resources and Workicad Capacity - 20%

Comments Low team member work load




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF TOP SUBMITTALS FOR PHASE |

Solicitation Title:

Bridge Bundie 1-2018, Contract 7

1

Michagl Baker Jr., Inc.

Sclicitation #: RFQ 484-031616 2 Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.
PHASE | - Individual Committee Member Scoring and Overall Ranking based on Published 2
Critaria FOR TOP TEN SUBITTALS Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.
=) e 1
(7 = 20 =y [a) D O i @ 2 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
] 2 Neel-Schaffer, Inc.
{RANKING) ] Parsons Trarsportation Group, Inc
6 Amencan Engineers, Inc
Group 5 Kimlay-Horn and Associates, Inc
SUBMITTING FIRMS Ranking | 6 Gresham, Smith and Partners
10 TranSystems Corparalion
10 CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mulkey
10 Long Engineenng, Inc
Michael Baker Jr., inc. 450 1 a8 Volkert, Inc
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. 375 ) 2 1_0 . Moreland Altobell Associates, Inc
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 375 I 2 1 CHA Corsulting, Inc
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. 225 &
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. aTs 2
MNeel-Schaffer, inc. 375 2
American Engineers, Inc., - 325 6
Kimiey-Horn and Associates, inc. 325 8
TranSystems Corporation 300 10
Gresham, Smith and Partners 325 ]
CALX Enginzers + Consultants fka Mulkey - 300 10
CHA Consulting, Inc. 250 15
Long Engineering, Inc. — - 300 10
Volkert, Inc. 300 10
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc. 300 10

Evaluation Critena

Scores and Group
Muaximum Polnts sllowed =1 300 200 Raqaking
SUBMITTING FIRMS ¥ ¥ | Yotel $oars | Ranking

Michael Baker Jr, Inc Excellent|{ Good 450 4
Parscns Brinckerhoff, Inc Good Good 375 2
Columbia Erigineenng & Services, Inc Good Good 375 2
Parsons Transportation Group, In¢ Good | Adequate 325 5}
Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Alchitects, P C Good Good 375 2
Neel-Schaffer, Inc Good Good 375 2
Amencan Engineers, Inc Good | Adequate 325 3
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc Good | Adequate 325 [
TranSiystems Corporation Adequalte| Good 300 10
Gresham, Smith and Partners Good | Adequate 325 5]
CALX Engineers + Consultants fka Mutkey Adequate| Good 300 10
CHp. Consuliing, Inc Adequate | Adeguate 250 15
Long Engineenng, [nc Adequate| Good 300 10
Vaolkert, Inc Adequate| Good 300 10
Moreland Altobell Assouates, Inc Adequate| Good 300 10

Musimanm Aeiats aliowed=| 300 | 200 | 5001%




RFQ RFQ 484-031516 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS, CONTRACT 7

Flrm Michaal Baker Jr., Inc. # of 5|

Experiencs and Quatifivationt Aszsigned Reilng Exeelle.m

The Prime, PM (Project Manager), and all key team leads have experience with projects relevant to the
scope of services. The NEPA lead has forty years of experience and all listed projects were state
route bridge replacements over water. The Prime and FM had bridge over railroad experience.

Resources availability and Worktosd Capacity |Reslgned Radlng i Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
majerity of the work commitment table shows work neatly completed. The resouces indicate there are
multiple personnel available for each task. The firm listed a specialist to handle railroad coordination.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY C_OMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc. & of Evaluatora)
Expenence and Qualificstions Assigned Rating Gogd

The team mentioned three bridge replaéements over water that are relevant for this project. The
Prime and the Roadway have bridge over railroad experience.

and Capzerty Assigned Rating Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources also indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task. The key leads are
showing low workloads. The firm listed a specialist to handle railroad coordination.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm Englneering & Services, Inc. # of Evaluators =
Expeanance and Qualiicetions Assigned Rating Goad

The Bridge Design Lead has completed a lot of projects relevant to the scope of services (bridges
over water and railroad). The NEPA lead has extensive experience for projects of similar scope.

ty and Worklpad Sapacity Assigned Rating Good

The organizational chart displays that there are more than snough resources for NEPA and Roadway.
There is a concern only one bridge lead is working on this project according to the organizational
chart. The commitment tables shows the overall team has reasonable availability to perform the
required scope of services.




RFQ RFG 484031616 PHASE 1 SUNMARY COMNMENTS FOR TOP SUBNITTALS
Firm Parsons Tranaportation Group, Inc, #of

Expe#nenca und Qualifications Assigned Ratlng Good

The team listed extensive experience on projects relevant to the scope of services. The NEPA lead
listed one project that involved twenty bridges over water and railroads.

and pactty Asslgned Raiing i Adequate

The organizational chart indicates the resources are sufficient for this tybe of work. The commitment
tables shows the overall team has reasonable availability to perform the required scope of services.

RFQ RFQ 484-031618 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Fimm Clark Patterson Englneers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. # of Evaluators
Experience and Qualifications Assigned Ratlng Good

All the key team leads have similar experience for this project. The PM has relevant experience with
bridges over water and projects of complexity and similar nature. The NEPA and Bridge Design lead
has extensive experience for projects of similar scope. The Roadway Lead has limited but relevant

experience working on projects of this nature.

R and d Gupacity Assighed Raifng | Good
The organizational chart Indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The

resources also indicate there are multipie personnel available for each task. The commitment tables
shows the overall team has reasonable availability to perform the required scope of services.

RFQ. RFQ 4B4-031616 PHASE © SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm | Nesl-Schaffer, Inc. i of Evaluators )
Expertencs and Qualhications Assigned Rating Good

The PM has bridge replacement experience over water aﬁd over railroad for projects relevant to the
scope of work. The NEPA and Bridge Design lead have extensive experience for projects of similar
scope.

T
Resources availabity and Worklead Capacity Assigned Ratlng l Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task. The commitment table shows
the overall team has availability to perform the required scopa of services. Most of the workload
shown will he completed soon.




[RFa___ TRFQ 44-031618 PHASE 1 SUMMARY GOMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS

Firm IAmerican Engineers, Inc. # of Evaluators

Experiance and Qualificationa Asslgned Rating Good

The team has experience working on projects related to the scope of services. The NEPA Lead has
above average experience with prolects similar to the scope.

T
and Capacity Agalgned Rating : Adenuate

. ! .
The organizational chart indicates the resources are sufficient for this type of work. The commitment
table shows the overall team has availability to perform the required scope of services.

RFQ ;HFQ 484031818 I PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc, # of Evaluators
Expenence and Quahbcafons Asslgned Rating Good

The team has worked togsther on projects relevant to the scope of services. The team also has
extensive experience for bridge projects over water and railroad. The NEPA Lead has above average
experience with projects similar to the scope. The Prime has extensive experience working on
bridges for this scope of work.

ly and Workload Capaarty ]Assigned Rating Adequata

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
availablity for the team shows their commitments are early in the design phases.

RFQ |nrq 434-031616 - PHASE 1 SUMMARY CGMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Flrm !Tr.lnSys'lgm- Corporation # of Evaluators|
Expervende and Qualfications - Assigned Rating Adequate

The team has expériencé with bridges, railroad crossing, etc. for projects of a similar complexity and
relevant to the scope. The NEPA Lead has above average experience with projects similar to the
scope.

and Capaotly Assigned Rating Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources also indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task. The commitment tables
show the overall team has availability to perform the required scope of services.




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 1 SUMMARY CONMENTS FOR 1OF BUBMET TALS
Firm Gresham, Smith anc Partners # of Evalustors
Exparisnce and Qualifications Assigned Rating Good

not mention railroad bridges.

The team has extensive experience working on projects related to the scopé of services. The team did

Resalrces avalabitity and Workdcad Capaorty

#Assigned Reting

| Adequate

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources also indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task. The commitment tables
show the overall team has availability to perform the required scope of services, but it appears the
NEPA lead has a moderate workload. All the key team leads are in-house.

RFQ RFQ 484-031818 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SBUBMITTALS
Flrm CALX Engineers + Consuitants fka Mulkey # of Evaluators|
Expunence and Qualifications Assigned Ratlug Adequate

The team has experience working on bridge projects of a similar complexity, size ands scope. The
team did not mention railread bridges.

Resources svailabylity and Worklosd Gapactty Aaslgned Rating Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The

resource also indicates there are multiple personnel available for each task with the exception of the
Bridge Design Lead. A lot of the work on the commitment table is showing In the final stages.

RFQ |rFQ 483-031818 PHASE 7 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBMITTALS
Firm __[CHA Consu Inc. # of Evaluators|
and Qualificabons Assigned Rating Adeguate

The PM has limited project manager experience. All other key team leads displayed experience with
projects of similar scope. :

Regources avallabllity and Workdload Capacity Adequate

The organizational chart displays a limited amount of resources shown for this scope of services.
The commitment tables show the overall team has availability to perform the required scope of
services.

" [ Assigned Rating |

RFQ
Firm

[RFQ 484-031618 PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOF SUBMITTALS
|Long Ine.

g % and Qualifications Asslgn:dﬁng E{ Adeguate

The team has extensive experience working on projects related to the scope of services. The overall
experience of the NEPA lead was unclear. The Bridge Design Lead's experience with bridge over
water was not detalled.

TRaoimaes wﬁmmnﬁdqad Capacrty | Asslgned Rating | Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources also indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task with the exception of the
Bridge Design Lead. The team shows a moderate workload.




|rFa |RFa 484-031818 " PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOF SUBMITTALS
Firm | volkert, Inc. % of
[Experisnce and Quallfieationa Asslgned Rating | Ade

The PM listed two bridge maintenance projects which were not related to the scope. The Road Design
Lead and Bridge Lead had bridge over water and rallroad experience.

Renoiircen avaliablitty and Workicad Capacity [ Assigned Rating | Good

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task with the exception of the
Bridge Design Lead. The team shows a low workload.

RFQ JRFQ 484031616 ) PHASE 1 SUMMARY COMMENTS FOR TOP SUBNITTALS
Flrm ] Altobelll istes, Inc. # of Evaluators|
Expatience and Qualifications Asslgned Rating | Adequate

The PM experience did not appear to be bridge related projects to this scope of services. The Bridge
Design mentioned experience with minor bridge replacements over railroads, but not water.

and Workload Gapacity ) | Assigned Reting 1 __Bood

The organizational chart indicates the resources are more than sufficient for this type of work. The
resources indicate there are multiple personnel available for each task with the exception of the
Bridge Design Lead. The team shows a low workload.




SELECTION OF FINALISTS

RFQ-484-031616
Bridge Bundle — (B1-2016)

The Georgia Department of Transportation is pleased to announce the
selections of the following firms as finalists regarding the above
RFQ for (B1-2016), Contracts 1-11:

Selected Finalists:
Project/Contract #1 —PI Nos. 0013716, 0013806

Gresham, Smith and Partner

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Long Engineering, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

DR

Project/Contract #2 — PI Nos. 0007170, 0010212, 0013807, 0013746

American Engineers, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Moreland Altobelli Associates, Inc.
RS&H, Inc,

TranSystems Corporation

i) B oRtoRs

Project/Contract #3 - PI Nos. 0013604, 6013736, 0013815, 0013820

AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastucture, Inc.
American Engineers, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

Calyx Engineers + Consultants

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.

N EEmeD 1D i



Project/Contract #4 — PI Nos. 0007179, 0013748, 0013749, 0013823, 0013824

ARCADIS U.S,, Inc.

Atkins North America, Inc.

Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Michael Baker International, Inc.

2| n e

Project/Contract #5 — P.L Nos. 0008647, 0013611

CDM Smith, Inc.

L.ong Engineering, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.
Moreland Aliobelli Associates, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

A Bt DS

Project/Contract #6 — P.1. Nos. 0013601, 0013743, 371150-

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.
Gresham, Smith and Partners

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
T.Y. Lin International

Volkert, Inc.

S-S e

Project/Contract #7 — P.I. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Michael Baker International, Inc.

Neel-Schaffer, Inc.

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

ol e I (S =

Project/Contract #8 — P.I. Nos. 0013741, 0013742

CDM Smith, Inc.
Heath & Lineback Engineers, Inc.
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.
RS&H, Inc.

MR



Project/Contract #3 — P.I. Nos. 0013803, 0013804, 0013825, 0013826

American Engineers, Inc.
ARCADIS U.5., Inc,
Moffatt & Nichol

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.
Volkert, Inc.

o EE SIS =

Project/Contract #10 — P.I. Nos. 0013740, 0013809, 06013810

1. AMEC Foster Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure, Inc.
2. Gresham, Smith and Partners

3. Morecalnd Altobelli Associates, Inc.

4. Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

5. T.Y. International, Inc.

Project/Contract #11 — P.I. Nos. 0013827, 170940-, 642170-

CDM Smith, Inc.

Infrastructure Consulting and Engineering, PPLC
Michael Baker International, Inc.

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Parsons Transportation Group, Inc.

LR LN



Russell R. McMurry, P.E., Commissioner GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

One Georgta Center, 600 West Peachtree Street, NW
Atlanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: {404} 631-1000

April 18, 2016

NOTICE TO SELECTED FINALISTS

To: Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.; Columbia Engineering &
Services, Inc.; Michael Baker International, Inc.; Neel-Schaffer, Inc.; and Parsons
Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Please send an e-mail confirming receipt of this notice to Karen Mims (kmims@dot.ga.gov).

Re: RFQ-484-031616 — Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7, P.l. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802,
0013828

On behalf of the Selection Committee for the Request for Qualifications (RFQ) referenced above, we congratulate
you and your firm on being selected as a finalist for further consideration. This notice shall serve as an official request
for additional required information and action from finalists. Please refer to the original solicitation (RFQ-484-031616),
page 11, VIL. Instructions for Preparing Technical Approach and Past Performance Response — Phase Il
Response, A&B and page 13, IX. Instructions for Submittal for Phase Il — Technical Approach and Past
Performance Response, A-D for instructions to submit your package. As a finalist, your firm is required to comply
with the written instructions and remaining schedule below:

A. Technical Approach - 40%

This information will be limited to a maximum of three (3) pages.

Furnish information that may serve to differentiate your firm from other firms and evidence of the fim's fit to the
project and/or needs of GDOT, including:

1. Technical approach to delivering the project (including design concepts and use of alternative methods).
2. Provide any specific qualifications, skills, or knowledge which your firm has which could benefit the project, and
your ability and willingness to meet time requirements.

B. Past Performance - 10%

No additional information should be submitted to fulfill this requirement. Information from the relevant
projects listed as weli as information on file with the Department will be used to fulfill this requirement.

Remaining Schedule

1. GDOT completes evaluation and issues notification and other information to
finalist firms. 04/18/2016 —_—

2. Deadline for submission of written questions from finalists {e-mail preferred} 04/22/2016] 2:00 PM

3. GDOT Receives Submittals I, and 2 for Phase || 04/27/2016 2:00 PM




Notice to Selected Finalists
RFQ-484-031616, Bridge Burdle 1-2016, Contract 7
Page2 of 2

C.

Finalist Selecti

Final selection will be determined by carrying the scores from Phase | forward for each Finalist and by evaluating the
Technical Approach and Past Performance criteria for Phase Il. For each evaluator, the points assigned to each
criterion will be totaled and a rank will be determined. The rankings of all evaluators will be totaled for each finalist in
order to determine the sum of the individual rankings. The finalists will be ranked in descending order of
recommendation using the sum of individual rankings from the Selection Committee members. Should a tie exist for
the highest ranking firm on the contract/project, and qualifications appear to be equal, the Selection Committee shall
defer to the sum of the individual points and the award shall be made to the finalist with the highest sum.

Negotiations will then be initiated with the top-ranked firm to finalize the terms and conditions of the contract, including
the fees to be paid. In the event a satisfactory agreement cannct be reached with the highest-ranking firm, GDOT will
formally terminate the negotiations in writing and possibly enter into negotiations with the second highest-ranking firm,

and so on in turn until a mutual agreement is established and GDOT awards a contract. The final form of the contract
shall be developed by GDOT.

Please address any questions you may have to Karen Mims, and congratulations, again, to each of youl!

Karen Mims
kmims@dot.ga.gov
404-831-1430



SUBMISSION & PRESCREENING CHECKLIST

SOLICITATION #:

RFQ 484-031616

SOLICITATION TITLE:

Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7

SOLICITATION DUE DATE:

Phase |, 04/27/2016

SOLICITATION TIME DUE: 2:00pm
L]
(]
f=r]
o
o
=
Z2y
ES
I E_ E—]
EE
No. Consultants Date Time (s =
1 Michael Baker Jr., Inc. 412712016 12:03 p.m. X
2 Parsons Brinckerhoff, Ine. 4/27/2016 12:23 p.m. X
3 Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc. 412712016 1:21 p.m. X
4 Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C. 14/127/2016 11:21 a.m. X
5 Neel-Schaffer, Inc. 412712016 1:26 p.m. X




GDOT SELECTION COMMITTEE SCORING AND OVERALL RANKING OF SUBMITTALS

Michael Baker Jr., Inc.

Solicitation Title: | Bridge Bundle 1-2016, Contract 7 1
i Culumbia Enginee: ing & Servicaes, Inc
Solicitation # i RFQ 484-031816 2 Michael Baker Jr. Inc
PHASE | AND PHASE il -Individual Commitiee Member Scoring and Qveral Ranking kased on Published Critera 3 Parsans Brnckerhoff, Inc
4, L
== g . Ciark Pattersen Engmesrs, Surveyor and Archsiacts, P C
hisSaREaceamonaGECmtlisC)nr NoskSerater, i
[RANKING}
Surn of
Total Group
SUBMITTING FIRMS Score | Ranking
. 5

750

Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

675

Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Archi

Neel-Schaffar, Inc.

- LT ]

Evaluation Criteria

PHASE |
T3roup Scofes and |
Maximunm Pomnts alfowsd =| 300 200 400 100 Rarking
SUBMITTING FIRMS il hd A Y Total Score | Ranking

Michas! Saker Ji , Ins Excellent| Good | Adequate} Excellent 750 2
rParsons Banckerhoff, Inc Good Good | Adequate] Excellent 875 3
Columbia Engineenng & Services, Inc Good Good | Excallent!  Good 850 i
Clark Patierson Enginears_Surveyor and Architects, P G Good Good |Adequats| Good B850 4
Nael-Schaffel, Inc Good Good | Adequate] Good 850 4

Maximum Pouts alfowed =| 300 200 460 160 1006 | %




RFQ _ |RFQ484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS, CONTRACT 7

Firm Michael Baker Jr., Inc,

Technical Approach ' Assigned Rating Adequate

The firm mentioned accident history , but they missed the vertical
clearance being substandard. They listed a detailed approach for one
project and also noted the environmental concerns, especially historic
district. They did not discuss or address three of the four projects in
this proposal.

Past Performance _ [Assigned Rating | Excellent
Based on the references and the consensus of the evaluators, the
ratings accurately reflect the past performance of the firm. Two of the
evaluators have direct knowledge of their past performance.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adeguate

The firm utilized GDOT's old construction plans and had knowledge of
the challenges concerning this project. Identified substandard vertical
curve. They mention accident analysis. Mentioned bike lanes but it
was not clear why they would add bike lanes to bridge. They did not
explore the staging aspect in sufficient detail. The technical approach
for this project did not address geotechnical or environmental
concerns. Offsite detours on county roads may not be practical.

Past Performance ~ |Assigned Rating | Excellent
Based on the references and the consensus of the evaluators, the
ratings accurately reflect the past performance of the firm. Two of the
evaluators have direct knowledge of their past performance.




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS

Firm |Columbia Engineering & Services, inc.

Technical Approach Assigned Rating Excellent

They displayed a quality approach to the staging alternatives and
recommendation for each project. They identified substandard vertical
and horizontal clearances over railroad. Mentioned the design
exception to eliminate median. They mentioned that the bridge was
eligible for the historic register. Discussed geotechnical and
environmental concerns on all bridges. Staging on the Creek bridges
was well thought out.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating I Good

References and past performance scores indicate a high quality of
work and project delivery.

RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm ICIark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.
Technical Approach Assigned Rating Adeguate

They have public involvement with local officials. They have past
knowledge of this project. They mentioned environmental justice
community, archeology sites and endangered species. They mentioned
that the bridge was eligible for the historic register but missed the
historic District is listed on the National Register. Discussed using
advance hydraulic modeling to reduce bridge length. They mentioned
a project using a bottomless culvert but this will require pile
foundation. The staging discussion was general and lacked detail.
Two of the four bridges made no recommendation for staging.

Past Performance |Assigned Rating ] Good
References and past performance scores indicate a high quality of
work and project delivery.




RFQ RFQ 484-031616 PHASE 2 SUMMARY COMMENTS
Firm |Neel-—Schaffer, Inc. -

Technical Approach =" Aséigned Rating Adequate

They mentioned the substandard vertical clearance over the railroad
and how to address the profile. They mentioned that the bridge was
eligible for the historic register but missed the historic District is listed
on the National Register. Mentioned Texas rail and bridge lighting.
Some of the staging plans may not be practical.

Past Performance |Assigred Rating | Good

References and past performance scores indicate a high quality of
work and project delivery.




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #7, P.I. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828)

Reference A

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for

Clark Patterson Engineers, Surveyor and Architects, P.C.

Firm Name

Ga Department of Transportation, Morgan County

Project Name

CR 251/Seven Island Road Bridge Replacement Over Big Indian Creek

Project Manager

Bruce Anderson [Title

fProject Manager

Contact Information

478-538-8505

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. 3
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the

duration of the project. 8
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project

goals. 8
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 8
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

Did a good job, delivery was on time.

Reference B

Firm Name

Georgia Department of Transportation, McDuffie/Wilkes Counties

Project Name

SR 17 Widening & Reconstruction

Project Manager

Achor Njoku [Title

[Project Manager

Contact Information

404-631-1550

Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project

Management for your project. 9
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the

duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project

goals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program

management 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Comments

They were very responsive. Their delivery was excellent.

Page 1




RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #7, P.I. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828)

Reference A

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Columbia Engineering & Services, Inc.

Firm Name

Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Name

Interchange Reconstruction at SR 3/US 19, Turn Lanes at SR 16

District 3 Preconstruction

Project Manager Adam Smith Title Engineer
Contact Information 706-621-9704
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 8
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 8
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 8

Comments

Very reputable, worked hard to meet project schedules and budget.

Reference B

Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
Project Name SR 135 Bypass from US 441 East to SR 32
Project Manager Krystal Stovall-Dixon ITitIe |District Program Manager
Contact Information 404-631-1572 '
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duraticn of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

Helen Hawkins (PM) did an excelient job on this project. She kept work on
track, answered technical questions, monitored financial status of work
performed. Overall, excellent job.
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RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #7, P.Il. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828)

Reference A

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Michael Baker International, Inc.

Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
Project Name Bridge Bride 2 - Bridge Replacement Designs
Project Manager Ted Cashin Title |Bridge Design Group Leader
Contact Information 404-631-1910
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overal! services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management - 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

Firm had over 20 projects and subconsultant deadlines to manage—did excellent
job coordinating projects and resources while still meeting all deliverables
deadline and schedule.

Reference B

Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation

Project Name limmy Deloach Connector

Project Manager Andrew Hoenig |Tit|e |Project Manager

Contact Information 404-631-1757
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 9
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overali success of the project thus far. 9

Comments

Adopted well to changing project requirements. Kept project on schedule.
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RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #7, P.I. Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828)

Bridge Bundle 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Neel-Schaffer, Inc.

Reference A 7
Firm Name Georgia Department of Transportation
Project Name GDOT Special Drainage Studies
Project Manager Brad McManus [ritle IDesign Group Manager
Contact Information 404-631-1630 ‘
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 9
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. g
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 8
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 8

Comments

It was value of the service.

Reference B

Firm Name

Baldwin County Highway Department, Mobile Alabama

Project Name

Baldwin Beach Expressway, Truck Trail 17, Hollinger Creek & CR-112 Crossing

Project Manager Joey Nunnally, P.E. |Title IConstruction Engineer
Contact Information 251-972-8533
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 9
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 9
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 9

Comments

Very easy to work with, professional, good leadership with the whole firm.
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Reference A

RFQ 484-031616 (Contract #7, P.L Nos. 0013714, 0013801, 0013802, 0013828)

Bridge Bundie 1-2016

Past Performance Check - Notes for
Parsons Brinckerhoff, Inc.

Firm Name

GA Department of Transportation

Project Name

GDOT, SR 20 over Walnut Creek

Project Manager Mr. Ted Cashin, P.E. [Title |Bridge Design Group Leader
Contact Information 404-631-1910
Reference Questions Scora
1. Rate the firm's quality of leacership in Project
Management for your project. 8
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4, Rate the firm's technical assistance in program
management 8
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

There was a difficult right of way problem and the firm came up with an innovative solution to
reduce impacts and saved money for the Department. *Note* - Mr. Cashin was listed for
three of the four submitted projects; therefore he was utilized for this contract.

Reference B

Firm Name

GA Department of Transportation {Floyd and Bartow County)

Project Name

GDOT, SR 140 Widening and Reconstruction

Project Manager Jeff Simmons ITitIe IProject Manager

Contact Information 404-631-1510
Reference Questions Score
1. Rate the firm's quality of leadership in Project
Management for your oroject. 10
2. Rate the overall services of the firm's staff for the
duration of the project. 10
3. Rate the firm's ability to meet the established project
goals. 10
4. Rate the firm's technicai assistance in grogram
management 10
5. Rate the overall success of the project thus far. 10

Comments

PM stated they did a good job.
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SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "columbia engineering & services inc.*
Record Status: Active

No Search Results

June 09, 2016 3:44 PM

Page 1 0of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "Edwards-Pitman"Environmental* Inc.*
Record Status: Active

IENTITY _—lEDWARDS-PITMAN ENVIRONMENTAL, INC Status:Active
DUNS: 926622598 +4: CAGE Code: 1J4K1 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 3, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1250 WINCHESTER PKWY SE STE

200
City: SMYRNA State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30080-6502 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:48 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "heath & lineback engineers inc.*
Record Status: Active

IEKITITY lHEATH & LINEBACK ENGINEERS INC Status:Active
DUNS: 933303059 +4: CAGE Code: 050Y5  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Nov 4, 2016  Has Active Exciusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2390 CANTON RD BLDG 200
City: MARIETTA State/Province: GEORGIA
ZIP Code: 30066-5393 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:49 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : "Pond & Company*
Record Status: Active

ENTITY POND & COMPANY Status:Active

DUNS: 049707599 +4: CAGE Code: 1TENB3  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Apr 18, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 3500 PKY LN STE 600

City: NORCROSS State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30092-2861 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY lTetra Tech/Pond & Company Status:Active
DUNS: 150145311 +4: CAGE Code: 3XJL7  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Apr 26, 2017 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 4967 US Highway 42 Ste 210

City: Louisville State/Province: KENTUCKY

ZIP Code: 40222-6363 Country: UNITED STATES

ENTITY_ lFAWCE'I'I"S POND APARTMENTS COMPANY Status:Active
DUNS: 960559508 +4: CAGE Code: 6QAR6 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jun 14, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 148 W MAIN ST
City: HYANNIS State/Province: MASSACHUSETTS
ZIP Code: 02601-5801 Couniry: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:50 PM Page 1 of 1



SAM Search Results
List of records matching your search for :

Search Term : United* Consulting®
Record Status: Active

|TENTETY |UNITED CONSULTING GROUP, LTD. Status:Active
DUNS: 614757854 +4: CAGE Code: 038V1  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Nov 18, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No
Address: 625 HOLCOMB BRIDGE RD

City: NORCROSS State/Province: GEORGIA

ZIP Code: 30071-2045 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY __ JUNITED (EVANGELISTIC) CONSULTING ASSN Status:Active |

DUNS: 168132694 +4: CAGE Code: 5PK16  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: May 2, 2017  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 536 W SIBLEY BLVD STE 1
City: SOUTH HOLLAND State/Province: ILLINOIS
ZIP Code: 60473-1094 Country: UNITED STATES

[ENTITY  JUNITED CONSULTING SYSTEMS

Status:Active

DUNS: 044430515 +4: CAGE Code: 704S0  DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Sep 13, 2016 Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 2304 MARINERS POINT LN

City: SPRINGFIELD State/Province: ILLINOIS
ZIP Code: 62712-9583 Country: UNITED STATES
e
ENTITY _|S-United, Inc. Status:Active
DUNS: 785095902 +4. CAGE Code: 5MZZ8 DoDAAC:

Expiration Date: Jul 14, 2016  Has Active Exclusion?: No Delinquent Federal Debt?: No

Address: 1601 Luna Rd
City: Carrollton State/Province: TEXAS
ZIP Code: 75006-6431 Country: UNITED STATES

June 09, 2016 3:51 PM

Page 1 of 1



STATE OF GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTANT QUALIFICATION
You are qualified to provide Consulting Services to the Department of Transportation for the
aren-classes of work checked below, Notice of qualification is not a notice of selection.

[NAME AND ADDRESS
|Co|umbla Engineering & Services, Inc.
2862 Buford Highway, Suite 200

ISSUE DATE DATE OF EXPIRATION
91014 8130017

Duluth, GA 30096 SIGNATURE

Quuﬁu’: CZ 7775‘ /{' /:;f.r,.r?_

1. Transporation Planning
1.01 State Wide Systems Planning

Urban Area and Reglonal Transportation
1.02 Planning

1.03  Aviation Systems Planning

1.04 Mass and Rapid Transportation Planning

1.05 Altenate System and Comidor Location Planning
108 Unknown

1.08a NEPA Documentation

1.06b History

1,.06¢  Air Studies

1.06d WNoise Studies

1.08e Ecology

1.06f Archaeology

1.06g Freshwater Aquatic Surveys

107 Aftitude, Opinion and Community Value Studies
1.08  Airport Master Planning

1.00  Location Studies

1.10  Traffic Studies

111  Traffic and Toll Revenue Studies

1.12  Major Investment Studies

1.13  Non-Motorized Transportation Planning

NARRERRARERRRRRRRE

3. Highway Design Roadway {Continued]}

Traffic Control Systems Analysis, Design and
3.09 Implementation

"X 310  Utiity Coordination
311 Architeclure
X 342 Hydraulicand Hydrological Studies {(Roadway}
_)'(_ 3.13 Facilities for Bicycies and Pedestrians
___ 3.4 Historic Rehabilitation
__ 38 Highway Lighting
316 Value Engineering
3.17 Design of Toll Facilities Infrastruciure

4

4, Highway Structures
401 Minor Bridges Design
402 Major Bridges Design
______ 4,03 Movable Span Bridges Design
4,04 Hydraulic and Hydrological Studies (Bridges)
4.05 Bridge Inspaction

2. Mass Transit Operations

201 Mass Transit Program (Systems) Management
2.02 Mass Transit Feasibility and Technical Studies
2,03  Mass Transit Vehicle and Propulsion System

Mass Transit Controls, Communications and
2.04 Information Systems

2.05 Mass Transit Architectural Engineering
2.06 Mass Transit Unigue Structures
2.07  blass Transit Electrical and Mechanlcal Systems

Mass Transit Operations Management and
2.08 Support Services

2,08 Aviation
2,10 Mass Transit Program (Systems) Marketing

NEENEE

|

| |

&. Topugraphy

X 5m Land Surveying

X 502 Engineering Surveying

X 503 Geodefic Surveying

. 5.04  Aerial Photography
505 Aerial Photogrammetry
506 Topographic Remote Sensing
___ so7 Cartography

__ ho8 Subsurface Ulility Engineering

3. Highway Deslgn Roadway
Two-Lane or Multi-Lane Rural Generally Free

%  3.01 Access Highway Design

- Two-Lane or Multi-Lane with Curb and Gutter
Generally Free Access Highways Design

_X 302 Including Storm Sewers
Twa-Lane or Muli-Lane Widening and
Reconstruction, with Curb and Gutter and Storm
Sewers in Heavily Developed Commercial,

__ 30 Industrial and Residential Urban Areas
Multi-Lane, Limited Access Expressway Type

X 304 Highway Design

. 32.05 Design of Urban Expressway and Interstate

X 306 Traffic Operations Studies

3o Traffic Cperations Design

L 3.08 Landscape Architecture

8. Solls, Foundation & Materlals Testing

6.01a Scil Surveys

6.01b Geological and Geophysical Studies
6.02 Bridge Foundation Studies

Hydraulic and Hydrological Studles (Soils and
6.03 Foundation)

6.04a Laboratory Materials Testing
6.04b Fleld Testing of Roadway Construction Materials
6.05 Hazard Waste Site Assessment Studies

1]

AR

8. Construction
X 8.01 Consfruction Supervision

9. Eroslon and Sedimentation Cantrol
Erosion, Sedimentation, and Poliution Control and
X 801 Comprehensive Monitoring Program
802 Rainfall and Runoff Reporiing
Field Inspections for Compfiance of Eresion and
09.03 Sedimentation Control Devices Installations

|




